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PART  I 


HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 


A  REMINDER: 

The  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  is  located  at 
1100  L  St,  NW.,  but  the  mailing  address  is: 

Office  of  the  Federal  Register 
National  Archives  and  Records  Service 
General  Services  Administration 
Washington,  D.C.  20408 


AUTO  EMISSIONS — EPA  sets  guidelines  for  car  manu¬ 
facturers  requesting  suspension  of  1977  standards _  41899 

MECHANICAL  POWER  PRESSES— Ubor/OSHA  seeks  pre¬ 
vention  of  point  of  operation  accidents;  effective  1-1-75....  41841 


OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF  FUEl^Interior/GS  revises 
requirements  for  drilling  procedures  for  Gulf  of  Mexico 
area;  effective  12-1-74 .  41873 

ALIENS — ^Justice/ INS  amends  application  end  decision 
rules  for  persons  seeking  U.S.  asylum .  41832 

DEMONSTRATION  GRANTS— HEW/OE  provides  aid  to 
improve  school  health  and  nutrition  services  for  children 
of  low-income  families;  effective  1-17-74 _  41850 

PUBLIC  INFORMATION  PROGRAM  MANAGEMENT— SEC 

solicits  comments  from  qualified  organizations;  comments 
by  12-20-74 . 41915 


DATES  CERTAIN  SCHEDULE— Federal  Register  calcula¬ 
tion  of  effective  dates  and  time  periods  for  December 


(Continued  Inside) 


PART  II: 

REPORTING  BY  LABOR  ORGANIZATIONS— 

Labor/ Labor-Management  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  proposes  to  amend  requirements  (2 

documerrts);  comments  by  1-10-75 _ 41934 

Labor/Labor-Management  Services  Administf»> 
tion  issues  proposed  updated  forms;  com¬ 
ments  by  l-10-75._ _ _ 41936 


reminders 

(Th0  Items  In  tlds  Ust  vers  editorially  eomirflad  as  an  aid  to  Fossai.  BEoisna  luen.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
slgnlflcanee.  Since  this  list  la  intended  as  a  reminder.  It  does  not  Include  effective  datM  that  occur  vlthln  14  days  of  publication.) 

Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 
Nora:  There  wrae  no  Items  published  after 
October  1, 1973,  that  are  eligible  tat  inclusion 
In  the  list  of  Rules  Goino  Into  Erracr 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5266.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  pubUcatlon  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (40  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  nR.0.. 
Ch.  16)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
la  made  only  by  the  Supwlntendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20403. 


The  Fedesai.  Rsoisteb  provides  a  unlfcsrm  system  for  making  avMlable  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  mrdeis  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  i4>pllcsbUlty  and  legal  effect,  docimients  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  FedMal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest. 


The  Federal  Register  wUl  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  tor  $5.00  per  month  or  $45  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  oc^les  la  75  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  DjB.  Government  Printing  Office.  Washington, 
00.30402. 

There  are  no  restrlctiims  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  In  the  Federal  Recostbi. 
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GRAIN  AND  DRY  BEAN  WAREHOUSES-  USDA/AMS 
increases  bond  and  net  asset  requirenients;  effective 
1-1-75  . . . . . . .  41824 

CIGAR  TOBACCO — USDA/CCC  announces  grade  loan 
rates  for  1974  crop;  effective  12-^3-74. . . .  41830 

FLUE-CURED  TOBACCO — USDA/ASCS  announces  national 
marketing  quota  and  acreage  allotment  for  1975  crop; 
effective  11-27-74  . . 41825 

NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS — HEW/FDA  approves  use  of  tyfosin 
premix  in  manufacture  of  swine  feed;  effective  12-^3-74 _ 41840 

MEETINGS— 

EX)D:  Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on  “Naval  Sur¬ 
face  Warfare  “  12-17  and  12-18-74 _ _  41868 


FEA:  Consumer  Affairs  and  Special  Impact  Advisory 

Committee,  12-19-74>._ _ 41902 

Interior/BLM:  Fillmore  District  No.  10  Advisory  Board, 

12-13-74 _ 41869 

Mines:  Advisory  Committee  on  Coal  Mine  Safe^  Re¬ 
search,  12-11  and  12-12-74 _ 41870 

Justice:  Federal  Advisory  Committee  on  False  Identifica¬ 
tion,  12-17-74 _ 41869 

Presidential  Clemency  Board:  Internal  Personnel  and 

Practices,  12-5  thru  12-9-74 _  41911 

GSA:  Regional  Public  Advisory  Panels  on  Architectural 
and  Engineering  Services: 

Region  4,  12-20-74. _  41910 

Region  10,  12-19-74 _  41910 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

Expenses  and  rate  of  assessmmt: 

Celery  grown  In  Florida _ 41829 

Grain  and  dry  bean  warehouses; 
Increase  in  bond  and  net  asset 
xequiremoats  _ 41824 


AGRICULTURAL  STABILIZATION  AND 
CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Rules 

Sugarcane;  Florida;  fair  and  rea¬ 
sonable  prices  for  1974-crop _ 41826 

Tobacco,  flue-cured;  determina¬ 
tions  and  announcements  1975- 
76  marketing  year _ 41825 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 
See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Agricultmral  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service; 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation; 
Farmers  Home  Administration; 

Forest  Service;  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service. 

Notices 

Establishment  of  recreational  use 
controls: 

Rogue  River,  Oreg.;  cross  refer¬ 
ence  _  41885 

ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO,  AND  FIREARMS 
BUREAU 

Notices 

Granting  of  relief _ 41868 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

New  England  Coalition  on  Nu¬ 
clear  Pollution _  41890 

Regulatory  guides  (2  documents.  41889, 

41890 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Proposed  Rules 

One-stop-lnclualve  tonr  charts; 
correctton _ 41856 


contents 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Fl3rlng  Tiger  Line,  Inc.  and 
Transmeridian  Air  Cargo 

Limited,  et  al _ 41894 

New  York-Rlo  De  Janeiro-  Jo¬ 
hannesburg  case _ 41896 

Pan  American  World  Airways, 

Inc _ 41896 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Excepted  service: 

Agriculture  Department _ 41823 

Economic  Opportunity  Office _ 41823 

Entire  Executive  Civil  Service _ 41823 

Federal  Energy  Administration.  41824 
Transportation  Department....  41824 


Treasury  Department _ 41824 

COAST  GUARD 
Rules 

Anchorage  areas: 

Washington  State  (3  docu¬ 
ments)  _ 41849 

Drawbridge  operations: 

Louisiana  _ 41849 

Seciurlty  z(mes: 

Virginia _ 41849 

Proposed  Rules 
Anchorage  areas: 

Puerto  Rico;  termination  o< 

proceeding - 41855 

Notices 

Equipment,  construction,  and  ma¬ 
terials;  approval  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  - 41891.41893 

Security  seme: 

San  Mateo  Point,  San  Clemente, 

Calif _ 41894 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Domestic  and  International 
Business  Administration;  Mari¬ 
time  Administration. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
Rules 

Cigar  Tobacco;  1974-crop;  loan 
rate  schedules _ 41830 


COMPTROLLER  OF  THE  CURRENCY 
Rules 

Seemities  eligible  for  underwriting 
and  unlimited  holding _ 41832 

COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY 
Notices 

Environmental  Impact  state¬ 
ments  _  41897 


DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Defense  Science  Bocud  Task 
Force  on  “Naval  Surface  War¬ 
fare”  _  41868 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Sclentlflc  articles;  duty  free  entry: 

University  of  Massachusetts _ 41888 

University  of  Pennsylvania _ 41888 

Rutgers  University _ 41886 

San  Diego  VA  Hospital _ 41887 

Stanford  Unlversi^ _ 41887 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Rules 


Grants  for  demmistratlon  projects 
to  improve  school  health  and 
nutrition  services  for  children 

from  low-income  families _ 41850 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Notices 

Suspension  of  1977  automobile 
emission  standards:  guidelines 
for  applications _ 41899 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Certificates  issued  Fimmce 

Office;  correction _ 41831 

Community  facility  loans  (2 

lunents) _ 41829, 41830 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Federal  airways _ 41838 

Proposed  Rules 

Federal  airways _ 41855 

Transitlcm  areas _ 41855 
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CONTENTS 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Consumer  Affairs  and  E^^edal 
Impact  Advisory  Committee.  41902 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Natural  gas;  certificating  new 
producer  sales _ 41839 

Notices 

National  Gas  Survey  Executive 
Advisory  Committ^;  Designa¬ 
tion  of  member _ j _ 41907 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Alabama  Power  Co _ 41903 

Carolina  Power  and  Light  Co—  41904 
Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  41903,  41904 

Commercial  Pipeline  Co.,  Inc—  41905 
Florida  Gas  Transmission 

Co _ 41905 

Josephine  County,  Oregon _ 41905 

Mississippi  Power  Co _ _ 41906 

Nevada  Power  Co _ 41907 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (2 

documents) _  41907,  41908 

Philadelphia  Electric  Co _ 41908 

Small  producer  certificate  ap¬ 
plicants  _  41903 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co _ 41909 

Wisconsin  Michigan  Power  Co.  41909 
Wisccmsln  PubUc  Service  Corp.  41909 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Prohibited  trade  practices : 

Nevada  Meats,  Inc.,  and  Edgar 


S.  Stacy _ _ _ 41838 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Notices 

Endangered  species  permits: 

Humphrey,  Steven  R _ 41871 

Sivelle,  Charles _ 41870 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Animal  drugs: 

Tylosln  . 41840 

FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statement: 


Prairie  Portage  Dam,  Superior 
National  Forest _ 41885 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Procurement: 

U.S,  Flag  air  carriers;  prefer¬ 
ence  _  41850 

Notices 

Authority  delegation; 

Chairman,  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  _  41910 


Meetings: 

RegiCHial  Public  Advisory  Pand 
on  Architectural  and  Engi¬ 
neering  Services  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  41910 

GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 

Notices 

Geothermal  resource  area: 

Beowawe,  Nevawla _ 41872 

Hot  Springs  Point,  Nevada _ 41873 


Gulf  of  Mexico  Area: 

Drilling  procedures _ 41873 

Pbllutloa  and  waste  disposal.-  41877 

GREAT  LAKES  BASIN  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Environmental  statements: 

Framework  study _ 41909 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Education  Office;  Food  and 
Drug  Administration;  Health 
Resources  Administration. 

HEALTH  RESOURCES  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Annual  report _ 41889 

HIGHWAY  SAFETY  ACT  SANCTIONS 
REVIEW  BOARD 
Notices 

Puerto  Rico;  correction _ 41894 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 
Rules 

Low  rent  public  housing;  prototype 
cost  lii]^ts  (3  documents)  _  41840, 41841 

IMMIGRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE 
Rules 

Asylum _ 41832 

INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL  (COAL 
MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 

Notices 

Hearings: 

Little  Rock  Coal  Co _ 41910 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 
Geological  Survey;  Land  Man¬ 
agement  Bureau;  Mines  Bu¬ 
reau;  National  Park  Service. 
Notices 

Rumsey  Rancherla,  California; 

revocation  of  plan _ 41884 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Car  service  orders : 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 


Railroad  Co _ 41853 

Delaware  &  Hudson  Railway  Co. 
and  Penn  Central  Transporta¬ 
tion  Co _ 41853 

Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co..  41854 


Proposed  Rules 

Accounts  and  reports: 

Railroad  Companies;  mall  and 

express  revenue  accounts _ 41867 

Special  or  chartered  party  serv¬ 
ice  _  41862 

Waste  products;  transportation 
for  reuse  and  recycling _ 41863 

Notices 

Abandonments: 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Co _ 41917 

Belle  Fourche  Pipeline  Co.;  ten¬ 
tative  valuation _ 41917 

Freight  rates  and  Charges: 

Arkansas,  1974 _ 41916 

Montana,  1974 _ 41919 

Nationwide,  1975 .  41917 


Hearing  assignments  (2  docu¬ 
ments) . . 41915,  41916 

Motor  carriers: 

Irregular-route  property  car¬ 
riers;  gateway  lettar  notice 

.eliminations  (2  documents) _ 41921 

Temporary  authority;  termina¬ 
tions  _  41921 

Transfer  proceedings _ 41921 

United  States  Railway  Association; 

request  for  commmts _ 41921 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Immlgratlcm  and  Natu¬ 
ralization  Service. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Federal  Advisory  Committee  on 
False  Identification _ 41869 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Labor-Management  Services 
Administration;  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administrsk-* 
tlon;  Wage  and  Hour  Division. 

LABOR-MANAGEMENT  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Labor  organizations,  reporting 

(2  documents) _ 41934 

Notices 

Labor  organizations,  reporting; 
forms  _ 41936 

LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 
Notices 

Establishment  of  recreational  use 
controls: 

Oregon _ 41869 

Meetings: 

Fillmore  District  #10  Advisory 

Board _ 41869 

Public  lands  for  disposal  by  ex¬ 
change: 

Nevada _ 41869 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 
Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 
quests  _  41910 

MARITIME  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc. 

International  Ocean  Transport 
Corp _ 41889 

MINES  BUREAU 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Advisory  Committee  on  Coal 
Mine  Safety  Research _ 41870 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
Notices 

Historic  Places,  National  Register 
of;  additions,  deletions  and  cor¬ 
rections  _  41878 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 


standards: 

Mechanical  power  presses - 41841 

Vinyl  chloride;  correction - 41848 
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PRESIDENTIAL  CLEMENCY  BOARD 
Notices 

Meetings  _ 41911 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


Proposed  Rules 

Rate  fixing;  proposed  prohibition.  41856 
Research  and  development  costs; 

accounting - 41856 

Notices 

Public  information  program;  re¬ 
quest  for  information _ 41915 

Hearings,  etc. 

American  Stock  Exchange, 

Inc. _ 41911 

American  Stock  Exchange.  Inc. 
and  Chicago  Board  Options 
Exchange,  Inc _ 41911 


5  CFR 

213  (6  documents) _  41823,  41824 

7  CFR 

102 . . 

106 _ 

725 _ 

873 _ 

967 _ 

1464 _ 

1823  (2  documents) 

1873 . . 

8  CFR 


108__ . - . 41832 

245 _ 41832 

299 .  41832 

12  CFR 

1 . 41832 

14  CFR 

71— . 41838 

Proposed  Rules: 

71  (2  documents) _ 41855 

207  _ 41858 

208  _ 41856 


American  Telephone  b  Tele¬ 
graph  Co _ 41912 

Betta  Orthodontics  Supplies, 

Inc. . . 41912 

Chicago  Board  Opticms  Ex¬ 
change,  Inc _ 41914 

Monongsdiela  Power  Co.;  et  al..  41912 
Ohio  Edison  Co.  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Power  Co _ 41913 

Pennsylvania  Electric  Co _ 41914 

Savoy  Industries,  Inc _ 41914 


SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements: 

Blackwood  Creek  Watershed 

Project _ 41885 

First  Capital  Watershed  Proj¬ 
ect  _  41885 


212 _ _ - . 41856 

214 . 41858 

217 _ 41858 

241 _ 41858 

249 _ 41866 

372a _ 41856 

878 _ 41856 

378a  . . 41856 

389 .  41866 

16  CFR 

13 . . 41838 

17  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

210 _ 41856 

240 . 41856 

18  CFR 

2 . 41838 

21  CFR 

135 _ 41840 

135e - 41840 

24  CFR 

275  (3  documents) _  41840,  41841 


Maysville  Laterals  Watershed..  41885 
Okatoma  Creek  Watershed 


Project  _ 41886 

Upper  Muddy  Boggy  Creek 
Watershed  Project _ 41886 


TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Coast  Guard,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration;  Highway 
Safety  Act  Sanctions  Review 
Board. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Fire¬ 
arms  Bureau;  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency. 

WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION 

Rules 

Learners;  employment;  correc¬ 
tion  _ _ _ _  41841 


29  CFR 

522 _ 

. . 41841 

1910  (2  doenmenig) _ 

_  41341,  41848 

Proposbb  Rules: 

204 _ 

.  41934 

402 _ 

-  41984 

403 _ 

-  41934 

408 _ 

. -  41934 

33  CFR 

110  f3  dnciimnnts) 

.  41A49 

117 _ 

- 41849 

127 _ 

-  41849 

Proposed  Rules: 

110 _ _ 

.  41855 

41  CFR 

1-1 . 

.  41850 

45  CFR 

127 . . 

.  41850 

49  CFR 

1033  (3  documents) _ 

_  41853,  41854 

Proposed  Rules: 

10.54  _ 

diftftq 

1062 _ 

_ 41863 

1201 _ 

_  41867 

list  of  cfr  ports  affected 


The  following  numoricai  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  toda/a 
laauew  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affeotod,  covering  the  cuarertt  month  to  date,  follows  betf  nning  with  the  second  isoue  ef  the  nMnth. 

A  eumolative  guide  is  published  separate^  at  the  and  ef  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  seetieoa  affealed  by  deeuments  published 
since  Jartuary  1, 1974,  and  specifies  how  they  are  affected. 


. 41824 

_  41824 

_  41825 

_  41826 

_ 41829 

_ 41830 

.41829,  41830 
_  41831 
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CUMULATIVE  UST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED— DECEMBER 

The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  December. 


5  CFR 

213 _  41719, 

41!»3.  41824 

7  CFR 

102  _  -  _ 

_  41824 

106  _  _ 

41824 

301 

41719 

402I _  _  _  ~ 

_  41719 

_  41726 

403 

__  41726 

404  _ 

41728 

400 

_  41726 

_  41726 

_  41726 

410 _  _ 

711  ~  7 

_  41727 

_  41726 

.  41727 

725 _  _  _ 

41825 

873 _  _  _ 

910 _  _ 

1065”" 

_  41826 

_  41727 

_  41829 

41728 

1408 . . . 

14IU 

_  41732 

41830 

1R22 

.  41829, 41830 

1873 _  _ 1 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

928 

-  41735, 41831 

41728 

8  CFR 

108_ 

41832 

245 _ 

299 _ 

_  41832 

_  41832 

12  CFR 

1 _ 418S2 

23 _ 41735 

14  CFR 

39 _ 41788,41740 

71 - 41838 

97 -  41740 

Proposes  Rules: 

71 - 41751. 418S5 

207  _  41751, 41752. 41858 

208  -  41751,41752, 41856 

212 - - - 41751. 41752. 41858 

214 -  41751, 41752, 41856 


217 _ 41751,  41752,  41856 

241 _ 41751,  41752,  41856 

249 _  41751,  41752,  41856 

372a - 41751, 41856 

378 - 41751,41856 

378a _ 41751. 41856 

389 - 41751, 41856 

15  CFR 

50 — _ 41741 

16  CFR 

13 - 41838 

17  CFR 

200 . 41705 

Proposed  Rules: 

210 - 41856 

240 - 41856 

18  CFR 

2 . 41889 

21  CFR 

2 . 41708 

135 -  41840 

lS5e . . 41840 

23  CFR 

771 - 41805 

790 - 41814 

795 -  41819 

24  CFR 

275 - 41840, 41841 

1914 - 41708 

25  CFR 

112_ . 41707 

29  CFR 

522 -  41841 

1810 _  41841, 41848 

Proposed  Rules: 

204 - 41924 

402  _ 419M 

403  -  41934 

408 -  41994 


31  CFR 


240 . . . 

_  41709 

32  CFR 

1805 

41709 

33  CFR 

110 _ 

117 

_  41849 

_  __  __  41849 

127 

Proposed  Rules: 

_  41849 
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TM«5 — Mministrsttve  PersoniMi 

CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE 
COICMISSION 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
EnUra  EncuttvG  Clvfl  Serwics 

Part  213  Is  amokled  to  eonloim  wltti 
Executive  Order  11813  dKivlDg  tha*  all 
cooperative  education  students  pnrsulnc 
a  bachdor’s  degree  are  transleried  from 
Schedule  A  to  Schedule  B. 

Effective  on  December  3, 1974,  If  313.> 
3102(0)  and  213.3202(a)  are  amended  as 
set  out  below. 

S  213.3102  Entire  execotivc  civil  acw* 
ice. 

•  •  *  *  • 

(q>  Positions  at  grade  G&-7  and  b^ov 
whcm  aiKx^teea  are  to  assist  scientific, 
professional,  or  technical  ax^ptc^ees.  Per* 
sons  onploared  under  this  provision  tiiaQ 
be:  (1)  Bcma  fide  high  sctKxd  science  or 
mathematics  teachers  or  (2)  bona  fide 
shidents  at  high  schools  or  accredited 
colleges  or  universities  who  are  pursuing 
courses  related  to  the  field  in  whldi  cm- 
pkqred.  No  person  shall  be  employed 
under  this  provision  In  (D  positions  of  a 
routine  clerical  type  at  (li>  to  excess  of 
1040  working  hours  a- year;  except  that 
the  1040  working-houis-a-year  limita¬ 
tion  shall  not  aigdy  to  positioDS  at  grade 
CS-4  and  below  which  are  established  to 
connection  with  associate  degree  cotyera- 
tive  education  programs.  Students 
rolled  to  bachelor’s  degree  cooperative 
education  programs  as  defined  to  S  213.- 
3202(a)  of  this  Part  Shan  not  be  cmidoyed 
under  this  provision.  Appointments  under 
this  aitibority  may  be  made  only  to  posi¬ 
tions  for  which  qualifications  standards 
mtahltelml  under  Part  302  of  this  diap- 
ter  are  consistent  with  the  education  and 
experience  standarde  established  for 
compuable  poeitknui  to  the  competitive 
service. 

•  *  •  •  • 

S  213.3202  Entire  executive  civil  serv¬ 
ice. 

(a)  Student  Trainee  positions  estab¬ 
lished  in  connection  with  a  bachelor’s 
degree  cooperative  education  program 
which  provides  for  a  formally  arranged 
schedule  of  periods  of  attendance  at  an 
institution  of  higher  learning  combined 
with  periods  of  at  least  six  months  of 
stady-related  work  In  a  Federal  agency. 
The  periods  of  work  and  study  together 
must  satisfy  requirements  for  a  bache¬ 
lor’s  de^pree  and  provide  experience  nec¬ 
essary  for  career  or  career-conditi<mal 
iqjpointmeni  to  administrative,  profes¬ 


sional,  or  technical  positions  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  upon  the  student’s 
graduation.  The  Cammlsskat’s  determi¬ 
nation  on  reqiilrements  relating  to  ap¬ 
pointments  under  this  paragraph  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Personnel  Bfan- 
ual.  Except  for  the  requirement  concern¬ 
ing  compi^itive  selection  from  a  register, 
appointments  under  this  paragnqih  are 
subject  to  an  the  requirements  and  con¬ 
ditions  governing  career-conditional  ap¬ 
pointment.  indudtog  Investigation  by 
the  Commission  to  estaMlsh  an  w* 
pointee’R  qualifleations  and  suitability. 
Appointees  may  not  continue  to  serve  in 
Student  ’Trainee  posttiona  moro  than  90 
days  after  completion  of  or  separation 
from  the  cooperative  education  program. 
•  •  •  •  * 

(B  XrjB.O.  SMS.  S801.  aSOG;  SX>.  10577  S  CfB 
ItBt-Oa  comp.  p.  SM) 

UmxBD  STATWiCrnii  Snv- 
icaComnsmoH, 

[sxAL]  Jamxs  C.  Spar, 

ExeeuUve  AMOstaxt 
iatlieCommi$$ionen. 

[FB  Doc.74-28a07  Filed  ia-a-74;8:46  sm] 


FART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
DapfHftmant  of  AgrteuRnra 

Section  213.3113  is  amended  to  show 
that  positions  of  livestock  Inq?eetor 
(Tkk  Eradication)  are  no  longer  ex¬ 
cepted  uzider  Schedule  A. 

Effective  on  Deoexnbtt  3,  1974, 

1 218.3113(a)  (4>  te  revoked  as  set  out 
bdow. 

S  2133113  DspastaMBt  of  Agriculture. 

(a)  OciMnd.  •  •  • 

(4)  [Revoked] 

•  •  •  •  • 

(B  T7AXI.  sees.  8301,  8802;  X.O.  10677.  8  GFB 
1964-68  comp.  p.  318) 

UMiTEo  States  Civil  anv- 
ICX  COMKISSKW, 

[SEAL]  Jakes  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  ttie  Commissioners. 
[FB  Doe.74-28313  Filed  ia-3-74;8:46  eml 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
(MBca  of  Economic  Opportune 
Part  213  Is  amended  to  show  that  the 
OfBee  of  Economic  Opportunity  is  with¬ 
in  the  Executive  Office  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent. 


Effective  on  December  3.  1974. 

112133273  and  213.3373  are  rented 
and  112133203  and  2 13.3303 (k)  are 
added  as  set  out  betow. 

S  213.3203  Excentivo  CMke  of  Ibo  Pres¬ 
ident. 

(a)  Office  of  Seomomie  Opportunity. 

(1)  Seven  Regkmal  Dlreetors. 

(2)  Not  to  exceed  35  positions  at  G6- 
9  throoidi  QS-15  to  new,  experimental 
programs  or  qieelal  projects  when  It  is 
determined  that  existing  registars  are 
not  appropriate  or  do  not  permit  ap¬ 
point  expeditiously.  This  authority  may 
not  be  used  after  June  30.  1973. 

(3)  One  Chief,  Beseards  and  Flans 
Dhrlsion. 

•  •  •  •  • 

S  213.3273  nteroked] 

S  213.3303  Execulivo  Office  of  ibo 

President. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(k)  Office  of  Economic  Opportumtty. 

(l)  One  Assistant  Director  for  Plans, 
Research,  and  Evaloatian. 

(2)  Two  Special  Assistants  to  the  Di¬ 
rector. 

(3)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  one 
anedal  Asslstapt  to  the  Director  and  one 
Confidential  Secretary  to  the  other  Spe¬ 
cial  Assistant  to  the  Director. 

(4)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Director. 

(5)  One  Confidential  Secretary  and 
one  Private  Secretary  (Steno)  to  the  Di¬ 
rector. 

(6)  One  confidential  Secretary  to  the 
General  Counsel. 

(7)  One  Executive  Asstslant  to  the  Di¬ 
rector. 

(8)  One  Deputy  Associate  Director  for 
Human  Rights. 

(9)  One  ^xedal  Astistant  to  the  As- 
slstani  Direetor  for  Opcratlans. 

(10)  One  Confidential  Staff  AssktanA 
to  the  Assktant  Direetor  for  Opermtione. 

(11)  One  Chief,  State  and  Local  Gov. 
ernment  Division. 

(12)  One  Coordinator,  Youth  Affairs 
Program. 

(13)  One  Coordinator,  Older  Persona 
Program. 

(14)  One  CoordinatiK,  Votamtary  Ao- 

tionProgram.  i 

(15)  One  Coordinator.  Rural  Affatn 

Program.  4 

<16)  One  Planning  and  Review  Advkar 
to  the  Associate  Director  for  Program 
Review. 

(17)  One  Chief,  Pilvaie  ReBonroei 
Division. 
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(18)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  As- 
so<^te  Director  for  Program  Review. 

(19)  One  Confidential  Advisor  to  the 
Associate  Director  for  Congressional  Re> 
lations. 

(20)  One  Congressional  Relatione 
i^>eclaUst. 

(21)  Two  Confidential  Assistants  to 
the  Associate  Director  for  Public  Af¬ 
fairs. 

(22)  One  Deputy  Associate  Director 
for  Congressional  Relations. 

(23)  One  Confidential  Secretary  to 
the  Associate  Director  for  Public  Af¬ 
fairs. 

1 213.3373  [Revoked] 

(S  UA.O.  8301.  8308;  S.O.  10677.  8  OFEk  106^ 
68  Oomp.  p.  818) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  CoiaossxoN, 

[SEAL]  James  C.  Spry. 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners, 

[FR  Doe.74-28210  PUed  18-8-74:8:46  sm] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Treasury  Department 

Section  213.3305  Is  amended  to  show 
that  (me  position  of  Staff  Assistant  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  excepted 
under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  December  3.  1974,  §  213.- 
S305(a)  (47)  is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

B  213.3305  Department  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 
(47)  Three  Staff  Assistants  to  the 
Secretary. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(8  XIA.O.  sees.  3301,  3303;  E.O.  10677,  3  CFR 
1064-68  oomp,  p.  818) 

United  States  Chvn.  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-28211  FUed  12-2-74;  8: 46  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Federal  Energy  Administration; 
Correction 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  November 
3,  1974,  on  page  39019  FR  Doc  74-25760, 
ttie  beadnote  of  paragraph  (J)  was 
ernmeously  shown  as  “Office  of  Energy 
Administration.'’  It  should  read  as  set 
out  below. 

S  213.3388  Federal  Energy  Adminia- 
tration. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(J)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Administra¬ 
tor  for  Energy  Resource  Development. 
(1)  One  Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Assistant  Administrator. 

(•  UA.O.  aeca.  3301,  3302;  E.O.  10677,  8  OFR 
1084r-68  comp.  p.  318)  . 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[SEAL]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  DOC.T4-28209  FUed  12-a-74;8:46  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Transportation 

Section  213.3394  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Administrative 
Assistant  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board  Is 
excepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  December  3,  1974, 

S  213.3394(b)  (6)  Is  added  as  set  out 
below. 

§  213.3394  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(b)  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board.  •  •  • 

(6)  One  Administrative  Assistant  to 
the  Chairman. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(5  UA.O.  secs.  3301,  3302;  E.O.  10677,  8  <3FR 
1964-68  comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  COBIMISSION, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-28208  FUed  ia-2-74;8:46  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  l-^GRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (STANDARDS,  INSPEC¬ 
TIONS,  MARKETING  PRACTICES),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  E— WAREHOUSE 
REGULATIONS 

PART  102— GRAIN  WAREHOUSES 
PART  106— DRY  BEAN  WAREHOUSES 

Increase  in  Bond  and  Net  Asset 
Requirements 

On  September  27, 1974,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
34668)  a  notice,  in  accordance  with  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in 
5  U.S.C.  553,  that  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
conferred  by  section  28  of  the  United 
States  Warehouse  Act  (7  U.S.C.  268)  was 
considering  amending  warehouse  regula¬ 
tions  appearing  In  Parts  102  and  106  of 
Subchapter  E  of  Chapter  I  In  Title  7  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to  in¬ 
crease  the  bond  and  net  assets  require¬ 
ments  for  licensing  under  the  Act. 

Interested  persons  were  given  until 
October  29, 1974,  to  submit  written  data, 
views  and  arguments  on  this  proposal 
Written  comments  were  received  from 
five  associations. 

Three  farmer  organizations,  which  also 
operate  grain  warehouses,  favored  the 
amendments  and  cited  as  reasons  the 
need  to  protect  producer’s  Interest  In 
stored  gr^  considering  current  prices 
and  conditions  and  Increased  financial 
risk  with  the  resultant  possibility  that 
warehouses  may  not  be  able  to  fulfill 
their  obligations  to  farmers  and  other  de¬ 
positors  in  the  event  of  imantlcipated 
loss.  They  cited  two  beneficial  effects  for 
farmers:  (1)  greater  protection  against 
direct  financial  loss  in  the  event  of  theft, 
bankruptcy  or  other  such  occurrence,  and 
(2)  enhanced  ability  of  farm  operators 
to  secure  operating  and  other  loans  on 
the  basis  of  warehouse  receipts  due  to 


greater  protection  afforded  financial  in¬ 
stitutions. 

A  surety  association  made  no  objection 
to  the  proposed  amendments  but  pointed 
out  that  some  warehouses  currently  li¬ 
censed  under  the  U.S.  Warehouse  Act 
could  experience  difficulty  in  obtaining 
the  higher  bonds,  especially  on  bonds  re¬ 
quired  to  compensate  for  deficiencies  In 
net  assets. 

A  local  warehouseman’s  association 
opposed  the  amendments  on  the  grounds 
that  it  could  not  be  Justified  by  losses 
to  depositors.  Thus  the  proposal  would 
imnecessarily  Increase  costs  of  operating 
warehouses,  result  In  higher  rates  paid 
by  fanners  and  ultimately  by  consumers 
and  add  to  the  Infiatlonary  spiral. 

After  considering  all  data,  views  and 
arguments.  It  is  concluded,  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  section  28  of  said  Act  (7  U.S.C. 
268),  that  the  regulations  should  be 
amended  as  originally  proposed.  Said 
regulations  therefore  are  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Paragraph  (a)  of  $  102.6  Is  amended 
to  read: 

§  102.6  Net  usets. 

(a)  Each  warehouseman  conducting  a 
warehouse  licensed,  or  for  which  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  license  has  been  made,  under 
the  regulations  In  this  part,  shall  have 
and  maintain  above  all  exemptions  and 
liabilities,  total  net  assets  liable  for  the 
payment  of  any  indebtedness  arising 
from  the  conduct  of  the  warehouse,  to 
the  extent  of  at  least  20  cents  per  bushel 
for  the  maximum  number  of  bushels  of 
grain  that  his  warehouse  (x>uld  accom- 
m(xiate  when  stored  In  the  manner  cus¬ 
tomary  to  the  warehouse  as  determined 
by  the  Administrator:  Provided.  That  no 
person  may  be  licensed  as  a  warehouse¬ 
man  under  the  regulations  In  this  part 
unless  he  has  allowable  net  assets  of  at 
least  $10,000:' And  provided  further.  That 
any  deficiency  in  net  assets  required 
above  the  $10,000  mlnlmiun  may  be  sup¬ 
plied  by  an  increase  In  the  amoimt  of 
the  warehouseman’s  bond  In  accordance 
with  §  102.14(c) .  In  determining  total  net 
assets,  credit  may  be  given  for  Insurable 
property  such  as  buildings,  machinery, 
equipment,  and  merchandise  inventory, 
only  to  the  extent  that  such  property  Is 
protected  by  Insurance  against  loss  or 
damage  by  fire.  Such  Insurance  shall  be 
in  the  form  of  lawful  p>ollcles  Issued  by 
one  or  more  Insurance  companies  au¬ 
thorized  to  do  such  business  and  subject 
to  service  of  process  in  suits  brought  In 
the  State  In  which  the  warehouse  Is 
located. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  102.14  Is 
amended  to  read: 

§  102.14  Amount  of  bond;  additional 

amounts. 

(a)  The  amount  of  bond  to  be  fur¬ 
nished  for  each  warehouse  under  the 
regulations  In  this  part  shall  be  fixed  at 
a  rate  of  20  cents  per  bushel  for  the  first 
1,000.000  bushels  of  licensed  capacity; 
15  cents  per  bushel  for  the  next  1,000,000 
bushels  of  licensed  capacity;  and  10  cents 
per  bushel  for  all  licensed  capacity  over 
2,000,000  bushels:  Provided,  That  In  any 
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case  the  amount  of  bond  shall  not  be 
less  than  $20,000  nor  more  than  $500,000, 
except  as  prescribed  tax  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section.  The  licensed  capacity 
shall  be  the  maximum  nvunber  of  bush^ 
of  grain  that  the  warehouse  coxdd  ac¬ 
commodate  as  determined  under  i  102.6 
(a). 

«  •  •  •  * 

3.  Section  106.5  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  106^  Net  asaets  required. 

Any  warehouseman  conducting  a  ware¬ 
house  licensed,  or  for  which  iq>pllcatl(m 
for  license  has  been  made,  imder  the  act 
shall  have  and  maintain,  above  all  ex¬ 
emptions  and  llabilitiee,  net  assets  UaUe 
for  the  pasrment  of  any  Indebtedness  aiia- 
Ing  from  the  conduct  of  the  war^ouse, 
to  the  extent  of  at  lesist  40  cents  per 
hxmdredweight  for  the  maximum  num¬ 
ber  of  hundredweight  that  the  ware- 
hoxise  will  accommodate,  when  stored 
in  the  manner  customary  to  the  ware¬ 
house.  as  determined  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  except  that  the  amount  of  such 
assets  Kbftii  not  be  less  than  $10,000.  If 
such  warehouseman  has  applied  for  li¬ 
censes  to  conduct  two  or  more  ware¬ 
houses  in  the  same  State,  the  assets  ap¬ 
plicable  to  an  of  which  ^all  be  subject 
to  the  liabilities  of  each,  such  warehouses 
Shan  be  deemed  to  be  one  warehouse  for 
the  purposes  of  the  assets  required  imder 
this  section.  For  the  purposes  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  onh^.  paid-in  capital  stock,  as  such, 
shan  not  be  considered  a  Ilabiltty.  Any 
deficiency  In  tiie  req\iired  net  assets  may 
be  supphed  by  an  Increase  In  the  amount 
of  the  warehouseman’s  bond  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  S  106.12(b). 

4.  Paragraph  (a)  of  S  106.12  is 
amended  to  read: 

S  106.12  Bask  of  amount  of  bond;  ad¬ 
ditional  amounts. 

(a)  Exclusive  of  any  amount  which 
may  be  added  in  accordance  with  peura- 
graphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  sectidn,  the 
amount  of  such  bond  shall  be  at  the  rate 
of  40  cents  per  himdredweight  for  the 
maximum  number  of  hundredweight 
that  the  warehouse  will  acc(xnmodate, 
when  stored  in  the  maimer  customary  to 
the  war^ouse  for  which  such  bond  la 
required,  as  determined  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator.  but  not  less  than  $20,000  nor  more 
than  $200,000.  If  such  warehouseman  has 
ain>ll^  for  licenses  to  conduct  two  or 
more  warehoiises  In  the  same  State,  the 
assets  applicalde  to  all  of  which  shall  be 
subject  to  the  liabilities  of  esK:h,  and  shall 
desire  to  give  a  single  bemd  meeting  the 
requi^ments  of  the  act  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  this  part  for  said  warehouses, 
such  warehouses  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
one  warehouse  for  the  purposes  oi  the 
bond  required  \mder  this  section. 

•  •  •  *  « 

niese  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  January  1, 1975. 

Done  at  Washington.  D.C.,  Novran- 
ber27.m4. 

JoHiv  C.  Bunt, 
Associate  Administratar. 

(nt  Doc.74-28148  Rkd  ia-»-74;8:48  am] 


CHAPTER  VU-rAGRtCULTURAL  STABILI¬ 
ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
(AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT),  DE- 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAFTER  ■— FARM  MARKETIHQ  QUOTAS 
ANO  ACREAOE  ALLOTMENTS 

PART  725— -FLUE-CURED  TOBACCO 

Subpart — Proclamations,  Determinations 
and  Announcements  of  Nationai  Market¬ 
ing  (Quotas  and  Referendum  Results 

Determinations  and  Announcements, 
1975-76  Marketing  Year 

Basis  and  purpose.  Section  725J2  Is  is¬ 
sued  pursuant  to  and  in  accordance  with 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended,  here&after  referred 
to  aa  the  **Act“,  to  (1)  determine  and 
announce  the  reserve  supply  level  and 
totifi  supply  for  flue-cured  tobacco, 
and  (2)  determine  and  announce  for 
flue-cured  tobacco  for  the  mariEetlng 
year  beginning  July  1,  1975,  the  amount 
of  the  national  marketing  quota;  the 
national  average  yield  goal;  the  national 
acreage  allotment;  the  reserve  for  mak- 
hig  corrections  In  farm  acreage  allot¬ 
ments.  adjusting  inequities,  and  for 
establishing  acreage  allotments  for  new 
farms;  the  national  acreage  factor;  and 
the  national  yield  factor.  The  material 
previously  aiq)earing  in  this  section  un¬ 
der  cent^hes^  Determinations  and  An¬ 
nouncements — 1974-75  Maiketing  Year 
remains  in  full  force  and  effect  as  to  the 
crop  to  which  it  was  applicable. 

Marketing  quotas  (m  an  acreage- 
poundage  basis  were  proclaimed  fmr  flue- 
cured  tobacco  for  the  1974-75,  1975-76, 
and  1976-77  marketing  years  (38  FB 
18234).  Flue-cured  tobacco  farmers  iqi- 
proved  mariieting  quotas  on  an  acreage- 
poundage  basis  for  the  1974-75.  1975-76, 
and  1976-77  marketing  year  (38  FR 
23935). 

The  determinations  by  the  Secretary 
contained  In  §  725.2  have  been  made  on 
the  basis  of  the  latest  available  statistics 
of  the  Federal  Oovemmaxt.  Due  con¬ 
sideration  has  been  given  data,  views, 
and  recommendations  received  from 
flue-cured  tobacco  producers  and  others 
pursuant  to  a  notice  (39  FR  39451)  given 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
UJ3.C.  553.  Recommendations  on  the 
amoimt  of  the  national  marketing  quota 
and  acreage  allotment  for  the  1975-76 
marketing  year,  ranged  from  no  increase 
over  1974  crop  quotas  to  removing  farm 
quotas,  with  the  consensus  favoring  any 
Increase  necessary  to  continue  the  quota 
program. 

Since  fanners  are  now  making  their 
plans  for  1975  production  of  flue-cured 
tobacco  and  need  to  know  the  acreage 
allotments  and  marketing  quotas  for 
their  farms  for  1975  in  order  to  be  able 
to  make  definite  decisions.  It  is  hereby 
found  that  compliance  wi^  the  30-day 
effective  date  provision  of  5  UJ3.C.  553  Is 
Impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
Interest.  Therefore,  the  determinations 
and  announcements  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  the  date  of  filing  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  with  the  Director,  OfBce  of  the 
Fnferal  Register. 

Section  317(a)  (1)  provides,  in  part, 
that  for  flue-cured  tobacco,  the  national 
marketing  quota  for  a  marketing  year 


is  the  amount  of  flue-cured  tobacco  pro¬ 
duced  in  the  United  StaUa  whkh  the 
Secretary  estimates  will  be  utilized  dur¬ 
ing  the  marketing  year  in  the  United 
States  and  will  be  exported  during  the 
maiteting  year,  adjusted  upward  or 
downward  in  such  amount  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  in  his  dlscretkm,  determines  k  de¬ 
sirable  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
an  adequate  siqxply  or  for  effecting  an 
orderly  reduction  of  siQ>plie8  to  the  re¬ 
serve  supply  level. 

The  reserve  supply  level  is  defined  in 
the  Act  as  105  percent  of  the  normal 
supply.  The  normal  supply  Is  defined  In 
the  Act  as  a  normal  ye^s  domestic  con¬ 
sumption  and  exports,  plus  175  percent 
of  a  normal  year’s  domestic  consump- 
tlcm  and  65  percent  of  a  normal  year’s 
exports.  A  normal  year’s  domestic  eon- 
sumptkm  Is  defined  in  the  Act  as  the 
yearly  average  quantity  produced  in  the 
United  States  and  consumed  In  the 
United  States  during  the  10  marketing 
years  Immediately  preceding  the  mar¬ 
keting  year  In  which  such  consumptkm 
is  determined,  adjusted  for  current 
trends  in  such  consumption.  A  normal 
year’s  exports  is  defined  In  the  Act  as  the 
yearly  average  quantity  produced  In  the 
United  States  which  was  exported  from 
the  United  States  during  the  10  market¬ 
ing  years  Immediately  preceding  the 
maiketing  year  In  which  such  exports 
are  determined,  adjusted  lor  ciurrent 
trends  In  such  exports. 

The  yearly  average  domestic  consump¬ 
tion  during  the  10  marketing  yean  pn- 
ccdlng  the  1974-75  marketing  year  was 
689  millian  ptounds.  and  the  yearly  aver¬ 
age  exports  during  such  period  amounted 
to  518  million  pounds.  After  adjustment 
for  trends,  a  normal  year’s  dmnestlc 
consumption  of  705  million  pounds  and 
a  normal  year’s  nqxorts  of  565  millkm 
ixmnds  appear  reasonable,  and  result  in 
a  reserve  supply  level  of  3,015  millim 
pounds. 

Total  supply  is  defined  as  the  carry¬ 
over  at  the  beginning  of  the  marketing 
year  (July  1)  plus  the  estimated  produc¬ 
tion  in  the  United  States  during  the 
calendar  year  in  vdilch  the  marketing 
year  begins. 

The  carryover  eff  flue-cured  tobacco 
in  the  Inventories  of  dealers  and  manu¬ 
facturers  and  under  Government  loan  on 
July  1,  1974  amounted  to  1,607  million 
pounds,  farm  sales  welghL  The  1974 
crop,  plus  prodiKer  carryover  from  the 
1973  crop  sold  on  the  1974  maiket,  is  cur- 
reatly  estimated  at  1,265  million  pounds. 
The  sum  of  these.  2,872  million  pounds, 
represents  the  total  supply  of  fiue-cured 
tobacco  for  the  1974-75  marketing  year. 

It  Is  estimated  that  750  million  pounds 
of  flue-cured  tbacco  will  be  utilized  In 
the  United  States  during  the  1975-76 
maiicetlng  year  and  635  million  pounds 
will  be  exported.  The  sum  of  these,  1,385 
million  pounds.  Is  the  estimated  total 
disappearance.  Because  It  Is  desirable  to 
maintain  an  adequate  supply,  an  upward 
adjustment  of  107  million  pounds  has 
been  made.  Acctudlngiy,  the  national 
maiketing  quota  tar  flue-cured  tobacco 
for  the  marketing  year  beginning  July  1. 
1975  la  determined  to  be  1,492  mllWon 
pounds.  It  is  determtoed  titoi  the  na- 
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tional  marketing  quota  ot  1,492  mllllooL 
pounds,  in  view  of  the  anticipated  carry* 
over,  will  lnsiu«  an  adequate  supply  ot 
flue-ciu:ed  tobacco  tor  the  1975-74 
marketing  year. 

The  “national  average  yield  goal"  has 
been  determined  to  be  1,854  pounds  per 
acre.  It  has  been  determined  that  this 
yield  will  Improve  or  lnsiu%  the  usability 
of  flue-cured  tobacco  and  Increase  the 
net  return  per  pound  to  the  growers.  In 
making  this  determination,  considera¬ 
tion  was  given  to  research  data  ot  the 
Agricultural  Research  Service  of  the  De¬ 
partment  and  one  of  the  land-grant 
colleges  In  the  flue-cured  tobacco  area. 

The  commimlty  average  yields  have 
been  determined  for  flue-cured  tobacco 
and  published  In  the  Federal  Register, 
§724.34u  (30  FR  6207,  9875,  14487). 

The  national  acreage  allotment  is 
804,746.49  acres,  determined  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  provisions  of  the  Act  by  di¬ 
viding  the  national  maiketing  quota 
by  the  national  average  yield  goaL 
In  accordance  with  the  Act.  a  reserve 
from  the  national  acreage  allotment  Is 
established  in  the  amount  of  800  acres 
for  making  corrections  in  farm  acreage 
allotments,  adjusting  ineqiilties  and  es¬ 
tablishing  allotments  fm  new  farms.  It 
Is  estimated  that  the  reserve  acreage 
will  be  adequate. 

Conslderatlcm,  In  the  light  of  the  latest 
available  statistics  of  the  Federal  C3ov- 
emment,  was  given  as  to  whether  any  of 
the  types  of  flue-cured  tobacco  should 
be  ti'eated  as  a  kind  of  tobacco  pursuant 
to  the  proviso  In  section  301(b)  (15)  of 
the  Act  at  the  time  the  national  mar¬ 
keting  quota  for  the  1965-66  marketing 
year  for  flue-cured  tobacco  was  deter¬ 
mined  (30  FR  6144),  and  It  was  deter¬ 
mined  that  types  11,  12.  13  and  14  con¬ 
stitute  one  kind  of  tobacco  for  purposes 
of  the  Act  for  the  1965-66,  1966-67,  and 
1967-68  marketing  years.  This  flndlng 
was  affirmed  by  the  Secretary  In  his  de¬ 
termination  of  January  18,  1966  (31  FR 
881),  and  that  determination  was  sus¬ 
tain^  in  the  case  of  Brown  et  al,  v.  Free¬ 
man.  This  finding  was  made  applicEd}le 
for  the  1968-69,  1969-70,  and  1970-71 
marketing  years  (32  FR  9817) ;  the  1971- 
72, 1972-73,  and  1973-74  marketing  years 
(35  FR  10838) ;  and,  the  1974-75,  1975- 
76,  and  1976-77  marketing  years  (38  FR 
18233) . 

No  actlcEi  may  be  tak^  under  section 
313(1)  of  the  Act  unless  a  substantial 
difference  exists  In  the  usage  or  maiicet 
outlets  for  any  one  or  more  of  the  tsrpes 
ccxnprlslng  the  kind  of  tobacco.  On  the 
basis  of  the  facts  recited  (30  FR  6144) 
In  connection  with  the  ccmslderation  of 
section  301(b)  (15),  it  was  determined 
that  there  Is  no  substantial  difference 
existing  in  the  usage  or  marketing  out¬ 
lets  for  any  (me  or  more  of  the  types  of 
flue-cured  tobacco  and,  therefore,  no  ac- 
ti(m  was  taken  for  the  1965-66  market¬ 
ing  year  (nor  for  subsequent  marketing 
years)  under  this  section.  The  same  con¬ 
ditions  prevail  with  respect  to  usage  or 
marketing  outlets  that  prevailed  at  the 
time  of  the  determination  for  the  mar¬ 
keting  quotas  on  an  acreage-poundage 
basis  for  the  1965-66  and  subsequoit 
marketing  years  and.  therefore,  no  ac¬ 


tion  Is  being  taken  imder  section  313(1) 
of  the  Act  for  the  1975-76  marketing 
year.  In  addition,  section  313(1)  ot  the 
Act  iq>plied  (mly  to  marketing  quotas 
and  acreage  allotments  established  p>ur- 
suant  to  section  313.  It  Is,  therefore,  ctm- 
cluded  that,  notwithstanding  section  4 
of  Public  Law  89-12,  the  better  view  is 
that  section  313(1)  of  the  Act  should  not 
be  iq^lled  to  acreage  allotments  and 
marketing  quotas  determined  under  sec¬ 
tion  317  of  the  Act 

Deterionations  and  Announcements — 
1975-76  MARKETtNO  Tear 

§  725.2  Floe-cared  tobaceo. 

(a)  Reserve  supplp  level.  The  res^nre 
supply  level  for  flue-cured  tobacco  Is 
3,015  million  pounds,  calculated,  as  pro¬ 
vided  In  the  Act,  from  a  hormtd  year's 
domestic  consumption  of  705  million 
pounds  and  a  normal  year's  exports  of 
565  million  pounds. 

(b)  National  marketing  quota.  A  na¬ 
tional  marketing  quota  for  flue-cured 
tobacco  on  an  acreage-poundage  basis 
for  the  marketing  year  beginning  July 
1,  1975  Is  her^y  determined  and  an- 
noimced  In  the  amount  of  1,492  million 
poimds.  This  (juota  Is  based  upon  an 
estimated  utilization  In  the  United 
States  In  such  marketing  year  of  750 
million  pounds  and  exports  in  such  mar¬ 
keting  year  of  635  million  pounds,  with 
an  upward  adjustment  of  107  million 
poimds  which  Is  determined  to  be  de¬ 
sirable  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
an  adequate  supply. 

(c)  National  average  yield  goal.  The 
national  average  yield  goal  for  flue- 
cured  tobacco  for  the  marketing  year 
beginning  July  1,  1975  Is  determined 
and  announced  at  1,854  pounds.  This 
goal  is  based  on  the  yield  per  acre  which 
on  a  national  average  ba^  It  Is  deter¬ 
mined  will  Improve  on  insure  the  usa¬ 
bility  of  flue-cured  tobacco  and  Increase 
the  net  return  per  pound  to  growers. 

(d)  National  acreage  allotment.  The 
national  acreage  allotment  for  flue-cured 
tobacco  on  an  acreage-poundage  basis 
for  the  marketing  year  beginning  July  1, 
1975  Is  determined  and  announced  to  be 
804,746.49  acres.  This  allotment  was  de¬ 
termined  by  dividing  the  national  mar¬ 
keting  quota  of  1,492  million  pounds  by 
the  national  average  yield  go^  of  1,854 
pounds. 

(e)  Reserve  acreage  for  making  correc¬ 
tions  in  farm  acreage  allotments,  adjust¬ 
ing,  inequities,  and  establishment  of 
acreage  allotments  for  new  farms.  A  na¬ 
tional  reserve  from  the  national  acreage 
allotment  in  the  amount  of  800  acres  Is 
hereby  determined  and  announced.  This 
reserve  Is  for  making  corrections  in  farm 
acreage  allotments,  adjusting  Inequities, 
and  establishing  allotments  for  new 
farms.  Of  the  800  acres,  100  acres  are 
hereby  set  aside  to  be  available  for  new 
farms.  The  remainder,  700  acres.  Is  here¬ 
by  made  available  for  making  corrections 
in  farm  acreage  allotments  and  for  ad¬ 
justing  inequities. 

(f)  National  acreage  factor.  The  na¬ 
tional  acreage  factor  for  the  1975  crop  of 
flue-cured  toba(x;o  is  determined  and  an¬ 
nounced  to  be  1.15. 


(g)  National  yield  factor.  Ihe  national 
yield  factor  for  the  1975  crop  of  flue- 
cured  tobacco  Is  determined  and  an¬ 
nounced  to  be  .9307. 

(Secs.  301,  313,  317.  375,  62  Stat.  38,  47.  66,  as 
amended.  79  Stat.  66  (7  UA.C.  lSOl,  1313, 
1314c,  1376) ) 

Effective  date:  November  27, 1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on:  No¬ 
vember  27,  1974. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-28117  Piled  11-27-74:10:13  am] 


CHAPTER  VIII— AGRICULTURAL  STABIU- 
ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
(SUGAR),  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  I— DETERMINATION  OF 
PRICES 

[Docket  No.  SH-326] 

PART  873— SUGARCANE;  FLORIDA 
•  Fair  and  Reasonable  Prices  for  1974  Crop 

The  Sugar  Act  requires  producers  who 
also  pnxiess  sugarcane  grown  by  other 
producers  to  pay  prices  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  be  fair 
and  reasonable  as  one  of  the  conditions 
for  receiving  Sugar  Act  payments  on 
their  own  production. 

Such  determination  may  not  be  made 
until  after  Investlgatlcm  and  opportunity 
for  Interested  persons  to  testify  on  the 
fair  and  reasonable  prices  to  be  paid 
under  either  purchase  or  toll  agreements. 
A  public  hearing  was  held  In  Belle  Glade, 
Florida,  on  May  23. 1974. 

The  determination,  which  Is  applicable 
to  the  1974  crop  of  Florida  sugarcane.  In¬ 
creases  the  basic  price  for  standard 
sugarcane  from  $1.12  to  $1.15  per  ton. 
modifies  the  procedure  for  determining 
net  sugarcane,  and  adjusts  the  basis  for 
making  molasses  payments  to  producers 
to  reflect  the  most  recent  five-year  aver¬ 
age  recovery  of  blackstrap  molasses  per 
net  ton  of  sugarcane.  Most  of  the  basic 
provisions  of  the  1973  crop  determina¬ 
tion  continue  imchanged. 

Section  873.36,  heretofore  included  In 
previous  regulations  Is  not  made  a  part 
of  this  regulation  at  this  time.  This  sec¬ 
tion  has  related  to  (1)  charges  made  by 
processors  for  harvesting,  loading,  and 
transporting  producers’  sugarcane;  (2) 
the  application  of  overhead  charges  as¬ 
sociated  with  such  services;  (3)  responsi¬ 
bility  of  processors  to  bear  the  ciost  of 
transporting  producers’  sugarcane  from 
the  farm  to  factory;  (4)  deductions  for 
frozen  sugarcane,  fiber  content  determi¬ 
nations  and  delivery  schedules,  (5) 
agreed-upon  modifications  of  customs 
and  practices;  (6)  payment  of  abnor¬ 
mally  low  recoveries  of  sugar  due  to  a 
general  freeze,  and  (7)  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  processors’  settlements  with 
producers.  The  Department’s  Office  of 
Investigation  recently  completed  a  com¬ 
prehensive  report  covering  the  operations 
of  a  large  Florida  processor  and  Its  Inde¬ 
pendent  producers.  Many  of  the  practices 
Investigated  are  regulated  by  S  873.36. 
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The  report  Is  being  evaluated  and  final 
determinations  must  be  made  relating 
to  each  item  covered  by  the  investigation. 
When  final  action  has  been  completed 
cm  the  investigation  this  regulation  will 
be  amended  to  Include  §  873.36. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)(2)  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948’ (7 
U.S.C.  1131(c)(2)),  as  amended  (herein 
referred  to  as  “act”) ,  after  investigation 
and  due  consideration  of  the  evidence 
presented  at  the  public  hearing  held  in 
Belle  Glade,  Fla.  on  May  23,  1974,  the 
following  determination  is  hereby  iskied. 

The  regulations  previously  appearing 
in  these  sections  imder  “Determination 
of  Prices;  Sugarcane;  Florida”  remain 
in  full  force  and  effect  as  to  the  crc^s  to 
which  they  were  applicable. 

Sec. 

873.31  General  requirements. 

873.32  Definitions. 

873.33  Basic  price. 

873.34  Conversion  of  net  sugarcane  to  stand 

ard  sugarcane. 

873.35  Molasses  payment. 

873.37  Toll  agreements. 

873.38  ApplloabUlty. 

873 A9  Subterfuge. 

873.40  Proceesor  nkill  procedures  and  check 
lug  complianoe. 

Autbobitt:  Secs.  301,  403,  61  Stat.  929.  as 
amended,  932,  7  UJ8.C.  1131, 1163. 

S  873.31  General  requirements. 

A  producer  of  sugarcane  in  Florida  who 
Is  also  a  processor  of  sugarcane,  to  which 
this  part  applies  as  provided  in  i  873.M 
(herein  referred  to  as  “processor”) ,  daaU 
have  pcdd  or  contracted  to  pay  for  sugar¬ 
cane  ot  the  1974  crop  grown  by  other 
producers  and  processed  by  him.  or  shall 
have  processed  sugarcane  of  other  proc¬ 
essors  under  a  toll  agreement,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  following  requirements. 

§  873.32  Definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  part,  the  term: 

(a)  “Price  of  raw  sugar”  means  the 
daily  qx)t  quotation  of  raw  si^r  of  the 
New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange  No. 
10  domestic  contract,  except  that  if  the 
Director  of  Sugar  Division,  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20250,  determines  that  such 
price  does  not  reflect  the  true  market 
value  of  raw  sugar,  because  of  inadequate 
volume  or  other  factors,  he  may  desig¬ 
nate  the  price  to  be  effective  under  this 
part  which  he  determines  will  reflect  the 
true  market  value  of  raw  sugar. 

(b)  “Season’s  average  price  of  raw 
sugar”  means  (1)  the  weighted  average 
price  of  raw  sugar  for  the  months  in 
which  1974-cr<«)  sugar  is  delivered  to  the 
purchaser  determined  by  weighting  the 
simple  average  of  the  daily  prices  of  raw 
sugar  for  each  month  in  which  sugar  is 
delivered  to  the  purchaser  by  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  1974-crop  raw  sugar  or  raw  sugar 
equivalent  delivered  during  each  cor¬ 
responding  month,  or  (2)  the  average 
price  of  raw  sugar  received  by  a  proc¬ 
essor  who  disposes  of  at  least  90  percent 
of  his  sugar  under  a  single  contract  with 
a  reflneror  all  of  his  sugar  to  a  coopera¬ 
tive  sales  organization  composed  of  proc¬ 
essors;  however,  if  the  processor  has 
made  advance  sales  of  a  portkMi  of  his 
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1974-crop  sugar,  the  processor  may  offer 
each  producer  the  opportunity  to  decline 
payment  for  his  1974-crop  sugarcane 
marketed  to  the  processor  based  on  the 
average  price  of  raw  sugar  determined  by 
including  returns  from  the  advance 
sales.  Payment  for  sugarcane  delivered 
by  any  producer  who  accepts  such  offer 
in  writing  shall  be  calculated  by  adjust¬ 
ing  the  average  price  of  raw  sugar  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  processor  by  an  amount 
equal  to  the  differences  between  such 
price  and  the  average  price  which  would 
have  been  received  had  not  the  advance 
sales  been  made. 

(d)  “Net  sugarcane”  means  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  sugarcane  obtained  by  deducting 
the  weight  of  trash  from  the  gross  weight 
of  sugarcane  as  delivered  by  a  producer. 

If  the  producer  delivers  both  hand-cut 
and  machine-cut  cane,  the  weight  of 
trash  delivered  with  cane  harvested  by 
hand  shall  be  computed  separately  frtnn 
that  harvested  by  machine  and  the  ap¬ 
plicable  trash  deduction  applied  to  the 
gross  weight  of  cane  harvested  by  each 
method. 

(e)  “Trash”  means  green  or  dried 
leaves,  sugarcane  tops,  dirt,  and  all  oth«r 
axtraaeotis  material  deUvsred  with 
sugarcane. 

(f)  “Standard  sugarcane”  means  net 
sugarcane  containing  12.6  percent  su¬ 
crose  in  the  normal  juice. 

(f)  “Salvage  sugarcane”  means  sugar¬ 
cane  containing  less  than  9.5  percent 
sucrose  in  the  nmmal  juice. 

(h)  “Average  percent  sucrose  in  nor¬ 
mal  juice”  means  (1)  the  average  per- 
omt  crusher  juice  sucrose  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer’s  sugarcane  multiplied  by  a  factor 
representing  the  ratio  of  factory  normal 
juice  sucrose  to  factory  crusher  juice  su¬ 
crose  at  the  processor’s  mill;  or  (2)  the 
average  percent  sample  mill  juice  sucrose 
of  the  producer’s  sugarcane  multiplied 
by  a  factor  representing  the  ratio  of 
factory  normal  juice  sucrose  to  the  aver¬ 
age  sample  mill  juice  sucrose  analyses 
of  producers’  sugarcane. 

(i)  “Average  percent  crusher  juice 
sucrose”  means  the  percentage  of  sucrose 
in  imdllutM  crusher  juice  as  determined 
by  direct  analysis  in  accordance  with 
standard  procedures. 

(j)  “Factory  normal  Juice  sucrose” 
means  the  percentage  of  sucrose  in  im- 
diluted  juice  extracted  by  a  mill  tandem 
as  determined  by  multipl3ring  factory 
dilute  juice  pirrity  by  factory  normal 
juice  Brix. 

(k)  “Factory  crusher  juice  sucrose” 
means  the  percentage  of  sucrose  in  un¬ 
diluted  crusher  juice  as  determined  by 
direct  analysis. 

(l)  “Average  percent  sample  mill  juice 
sucrose”  means  the  percentage  of  sucrose 
solids  in  juice  extracted  from  samples  of 
each  producer’s  sugarcane  by  the  sample 
miU. 

(m)  “Factory  normal  juice  Brix” 
means  the  percentage  of  soluble  solids 
in  undiluted  juice  extracted  from  sugar¬ 
cane  by  a  mill  tandem  as  determined  by 
multiplying  factory  crusher  juice  Brix 
by  a  dry  milling  factor  represent^  the 
ratio  of  factory  normal  Juice  Brix  to 
factory  crusher  Juice  Brix. 
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(n)  “Factory  crusher  juice  Brix” 
means  the  percentage  of  soluble  solids  in 
undiluted  crusher  juice  as  determined 
by  direct  analysis. 

(o)  “Factory  dilute  juice  purity” 
means  the  ratio  of  factory  dilute  juice 
sucrose  to  factory  dilute  juice  Brix  which 
are  determined  by  direct  analysis. 

(p)  “State  office”  means  the  Florida 
State  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service  Office,  401  Southeast 
First  Avenue.  Gainesville,  FL  32601. 

(q)  “State  committee”  means  the 
Florida  State  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Committee. 

§  873.33  Basic  price. 

(a)  The  basic  price  for  standard  sugar¬ 
cane  shall  be  not  less  than  $1.15  per  ton 
for  each  one-cent  per  poimd  of  the  sea¬ 
son’s  average  price  of  raw  sugar. 

(b)  The  basic  price  for  salvage  sugar¬ 
cane  shall  be  as  agreed  Ubon  between  the 
processor  and  producer,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  State  office. 

§  873.34  Conversion  of  net  sugarcane  to 
standwd  sugarcane. 

Net  sugarcane  (except  salvage  sugar¬ 
cane)  shall  be  converted  to  standard 
sugarcane  by  nmltiplying  the  total  quan¬ 
tity  of  net  sugarcane  delivered  by  eadti 
producer  by  the  iqiplicable  quality  factmr 
in  acrordance  trlth  the  following  table: 


susroM  Mtandard  sugarcane 


normal  jutoa: 

quaUtg  factor 

9.6 _ 

.  0.70 

10.0 _ _ _ 

. 75 

10.6 _ 

. . 80 

11.0 _ 

. . 85 

11.6 _ 

.... 

-  .90 

12.0 _ 

. 96 

12.6 _ 

—  — 

-  1.00 

13.0 . 

.... 

_  1.05 

13.6 _ 

.... 

_  1. 10 

14.0 _ 

.... 

-  1.16 

14.6 _ 

.... 

_  1.20 

15.0 _ 

.... 

_  1. 26 

16.6 . 

.  1.30 

^  The  quality  factor  for  stigarcane  of  Inter¬ 
mediate  percentages  of  sucrose  In  normal 
juice  shall  be  Interpolated  and  t<x  sugarcane 
having  more  than  15.5  percent  sucrose  In  the 
normal  juice  shaU  be  computed  In  proportion 
to  the  Immediately  preceding  Interval. 

§  873.35  Molasses  payment. 

’The  processor  shall  pay  to  the  producer 
for  each  ton  of  net  sugarcane  delivered 
an  amount  equal  to  the  product  of  6.2 
gallons  times  one-half  of  the  excess 
above  4.75  cents  per  gallon  of  the 
weighted  average  net  sales  price  per  gal¬ 
lon  of  blackstrap  or  final  molasses,  basis, 
f.o.b.  tank  truck  or  railroad  car  at  mill, 
sold  during  the  12-month  period  ending 
May  31, 1975. 

§  873.37  Toll  agreements. 

The  rate  for  processing  sugarcane  pro¬ 
duced  by  a  processor  and  processed  u^er 
a  toll  agreement  by  another  processor 
shall  be  the  rate  they  agree  upon. 

§  873.38  Applicability. 

’The  requirements  of  this  part  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  sugarcane  purchased  from 
other  producers  and  processed  by  a  proc¬ 
essor  who  produces  sugarcane  (a  proces¬ 
sor-producer  is  deflned  in  7  CFR  821.1) ; 
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and  to  siigarcane  purchMed  by  a  oo- 
(Hierative  iMocessor  from  noo-membera. 
'Rm  requirements  are  not  api^lcable  to 
sugarcane  processed  by  a  eoc^Decattye 
processor  for  its  members. 

S  873.39  Subterfuge. 

The  processor  shall  not  reduce  returns 
to  the  producer  below  those  determined 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
this  part  through  any  8id>t^uge  or  de¬ 
vice  whatsoever. 

I  873.40  Processor  mill  proeedares  and 

cheduBg  oomplianee. 

The  procedures  to  be  followed  by  proc¬ 
essors  in  determining  net  sugarcane, 
trash,  average  percent  sucrose  in  normal 
Juice,  average  percmit  crusher  Juice 
sucrose,  factory  nmmal  Juice  sucrose, 
factory  crusher  Juice  sucrose,  average 
percmit  sample  mill  Juice  sacrose,  and 
other  related  mill  procedures  and  re¬ 
quired  reports  are  set  forth  in  Handbocac 
9-Sn  mtitled  "Sampling.  Testing,  and 
Reporting  for  Florida  Sugar  Processors," 
coj^es  of  which  have  been  furnished  each 
processor.  The  processors  shall  maintain 
on  file  for  a  period  of  5  srears  records  of 
the  original  data  compiled  for  the  re¬ 
ports  required  by  Handbook  0-SU.  The 
imooedures  to  be  followed  by  Uxe  State 
office  in  checking  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  this  p^  are  set  forth 
under  the  heading  Price  Cdmpll- 
anoe"  in  Handbook  3-SU.  issued  by  the 
Deputy  Administrator,  Programs,  Agri- 
cultiiral  Stabilization  and  Consenratlcm 
Service.  Handbooks  9-SU  and  3-SU  may 
be  Inspected  at  county  ABCS  offices  and 
copies  may  be  obtained  from  the  Florida 
State  ASCS  Office.  401  Southeast  First 
Avoiue,  Gainesville,  FL  32601. 

Statement  or  Bases  and  Coneuoebatzons 

OeneraL  The  foregoing  determination 
establishes  the  fair  and  reasonable  price 
recpiiremoits  which  must  be  met,  as  one 
of  the  conditions  for  payment  under  the 
act,  by  a  producer  who  processes  sugar¬ 
cane  of  the  1974  crop  grown  by  other 
producers. 

RequirevtenU  of  the  act.  Section  301 
(c)(2)  of  the  act  provides  as  a  condi¬ 
tion  for  pairment,  that  the  producer  <hi 
the  farm  who  is  also  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  a  prooessor  of  sugarcane,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary,  shall 
have  paid  or  contracted  to  pay  under 
either  purchase  or  toll  agreements,  for 
sugarcane  grown  by  other  producers  and 
processed  by  him  at  rates  not  less  than 
those  that  may  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary  to  be  fair  and  reasonaUe  after 
Investigatlim  and  due  notice  and  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  public  hearing. 

1974-crop  price  determinatkm.  This 
determination  differs  fn»n  the  1973  crop 
determination  in  the  f<dlowing  respects: 
(1)  The  basic  price  of  standard  sugar¬ 
cane  is  Increased  to  $1.15  per  ton;  (2) 
Net  sugarcane  will  be  determined  for 
each  producer  on  the  basis  of  individual 
trash  tests;  (3)  Processors  who  market 
at  least  90  percent  of  their  sugar  imtter 
a  single  contract  or  all  of  their  sugar  to 
acooperattve  sales  orgarthatton  and  who 
have  made  advance  sales  of  a  portion  of 


their  sugar  may  offer  an  option  to  pro¬ 
ducers  to  choose  whether  or  not  they 
desire  to  have  settlement  for  their  cane 
based  on  returns  received  by  the  proc¬ 
essors  at  prices  reflecting  such  sales;  and 
(4)  the  molasses  payment  to  producers 
Is  to  be  based  an  6.2  gallcms  of  blacksixap 
molasses  per  tmi  of  sugarcane,  instead 
of  6.0  gallons,  reflecting  the  most  recent 
5-year  average  recovery. 

A  public  hearing  was  held  in  Belle 
Glade,  Florida,  on  May  23, 1974,  at  which 
interested  persmis  were  afford^  the  op- 
portunit.’  to  present  testimemy  relating  to 
fair  and  reasonable  prices  for  1974-crop 
Florida  sugarcane.  A  representative  of 
the  Florida  Sugar  Cane  League  recon- 
mended  that  the  present  method  of  sam¬ 
pling  producers'  cane  for  trash  content 
be  continued.  He  stated  that  there  woidd 
be  problems  connected  with  making  a 
su£^ent  number  of  tests  on  each  pro¬ 
ducer’s  cane  and  that  averaging  a  large 
nmnber  of  tests  over  the  entire  harvest 
season  will  result  In  a  more  representa¬ 
tive  average  trash  analysis. 

A  representative  of  the  UH.  Sugar 
Corporation  recommended  that  the  def¬ 
inition  of  seasmi’s  average  price  be 
amended.  He  recommended  that  the 
average  price  received  by  a  processor, 
who  disposes  of  his  sugar  under  a  single 
contract  with  a  refiner,  iqiply  vrhen  at 
least  90  percent  of  the  processor's  sugar 
is  sold  under  contract.  The  present  def¬ 
inition  specifies  that  all  the  processor's 
sugar  must  be  covered  by  the  single  con¬ 
tract.  He  stated  that  the  refiner  may  not 
be  able  to  purchase  the  entire  output  of 
raw  sugar  and  the  balance  may  Imve  to 
be  disposed  of  at  another  source. 

The  spokesman  for  the  Glades  Asso- 
clatl(Hi  of  Indepoident  Sugar  Cane 
Growers,  Inc.,  objected  to  the  holding  of 
the  hearing  at  the  time  because  of  an 
investigation  being  ccmducted  by  the  De¬ 
partment’s  Office  of  Investigation.  His 
position  was  that  the  report  any 
reccnmnendatlons  stemnfing  from  the  in¬ 
vestigation  should  be  made  an  official 
part  of  ttie  record. 

A  supplemoital  brl^  was  filed  by  the 
Glades  Association  of  Independent  Sugar 
Cane  Growers.  The  contents  of  the  brief 
related  to  the  Issues  covered  in  the  in- 
vestlgatlmi  and  will  be  dealt  with  in  the 
ammdment  to  this  regulation  when  Sec¬ 
tion  873.36  Is  issued. 

Consldmiitlon  has  been  given  to  the 
recommendation  presented  at  the  public 
hearing;  to  data  on  the  returns,  costs 
and  profits  of  producing  and  processing 
sugarcane  In  Florida  obtained  by  recent 
field  survey  and  recast  in  terms  of  price 
and  production  conditions  Ukriy  to  pre¬ 
vail  for  the  1974  crop;  and  to  other  rele¬ 
vant  factors.  Analysis  of  these  data  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  sharing  relatlmishlp  be¬ 
tween  growers  and  processors  has  become 
unbalanced  in  favor  of  processors  and 
that  a  three-cent  Increase  in  the  pricing 
farior  is  necessary  to  increase  the  grow¬ 
ers’  share  ot  total  returns  to  a  level  ap- 
proElmatriy  the  same  as  their  riiare  of 
the  total  costs  of  producing  and  process¬ 
ing  sugarcane. 

The  net  sugarcane  delivered  by  each 
producer  fen*  the  crtg;>  will  be  determined 


by  deducting  from  the  weight  of  gross 
sugarcane  to  his  deliveries.  Um  weight  of 
trash  to  his  sugarcane  rather  than  the 
trash  rem’esrotlng  the  factory  average 
of  the  total  sugarcane  drilvered  by  all 
producers. 

A  comparison  of  the  actual  determina¬ 
tion  of  individual  producers’  net  sugar¬ 
cane  with  that  computed  using  fac¬ 
tory  averages  reveals  that  smne  of  the 
more  efficient  producers  have  bero  pen¬ 
alized  to  the  extrat  that  their  cane  con¬ 
tains  less  trash  than  the  average  of  all 
trash  determined  at  the  factory.  Since 
Sugar  Act  payments  as  wril  as  mocessor 
payments,  are  determined  on  the  basis  of 
net  sugarcane,  the  Departmoit  feels  that 
such  payments  should  represent  so  far  as 
possible  the  actual  quantity  of  net  cane 
delivered  by  the  producers. 

Separate  tests  will  be  required  for 
cut  by  hand  and  that  cut  by  machine. 
Each  producer’s  cane  shall  be  tested  at 
least  once  mi  each  day  the  producer  de¬ 
livers  cane.  Instructions  to  f(filow  in  test¬ 
ing  deliveries  for  trash  and  converting 
the  results  of  tests  into  the  average  to 
be  applied  to  the  producer's  total  deliv¬ 
eries  will  be  forwarded  to  each  processor. 
In  cases  where  the  rotire  productiem 
from  a  farm  is  delivered  to  a  processor 
before  the  new  procedure  for  testing  is 
received  by  the  processor,  the  determi¬ 
nation  of  net  sugarcane  for  the  producer 
wUl  be  based  on  any  trash  tests  made 
on  such  cane.  If  no  tests  were  made,  the 
factory  average  of  all  tests  for  the  same 
m^hod  used  to  cutting  the  cane  ariU  be 
used  to  detmmlne  the  producer’s  net 
tonnage. 

The  recommendation  that  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  "season’s  average  price"  be 
amended  to  provide  that  settlement  with 
producers  can  be  based  on  the  average 
price  of  raw  sugar  received  by  a  proces¬ 
sor  who  disposes  of  at  least  90  percent  of 
his  sugar  under  a  single  omitraet  to  a  re¬ 
finer  has  been  adopted. 

A  further  change  is  made  to  the  defi¬ 
nition  to  cover  settiemants  with  pro¬ 
ducers  who  deliver  cane  to  a  processor 
who  markets  his  sugar  under  a  single 
contract  to  a  refiner  or  to  a  cooperative 
sales  organization.  The  Departnient  has 
been  informed  that  certain  of  such  proo- 
esaors  are  making  advance  sales  of  a 
portion  of  tlwlr  inojected  total  sugar 
output.  The  Deiwitment  feels  be¬ 
cause  of  the  current  market  situation, 
processors  and  producers  should  have 
the  opportunity  to  enter  into  agree¬ 
ments.  whereby,  instead  of  settlement 
for  1974-crop  cane  being  made  on  the 
basis  of  the  average  price  received  ex- 
received  by  the  processors,  toriudlng  tiie 
price  realtoed  from  the  advance  sales, 
such  settlement  could  be  made  on  the 
basis  of  the  average  price  received  ex- 
clndtog  prices  realized  from  such  ad¬ 
vance  sales.  The  determination  po'mits 
each  agreements  at  the  option  oi  the 
processors. 

This  detenntoatlon  provides  that  the 
molasses  payment  to  producers  is  to  be 
based  on  6.8  gallons  of  blackstrap  nudas- 
ses  per  net  ton  eff  sugarcane  to  reflect 
the  most  recent  5-year  average  recovery. 

On  tiae  basis  of  an  examination  of  sdl 
rdevant  factors  the  provirions  of  this 
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determination  are  deemed  to  be  fair  and 
reasonable.  Accordingly,  I  hereby  find 
and  conclude  that  the  foregoing  deter¬ 
mination  will  effectuate  the  price  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended. 

Effective  date.  This  determination 
shall  become  effective  December  3,  1974 
smd  Is  applicable  to  the  1974  crop  of 
Florida  sugarcane. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  No- 
vwnber  27,  1974. 

Olenn  a.  Weir, 

Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  StabUieation  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

[FB  Doc.74-28203  FUeU  12-2-74;  8: 46  am] 


CHAPTER  iX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

PART  967— CELERY  GROWN  IN 
FLORIDA 

Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment 

This  document  authorizes  the  Florida 
Celery  Committee  to  spend  $75,065  for 
its  operations  during  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  July  31,  1975,  and  to  collect  $0.01 
per  crate  on  assessable  celery  handled 
by  first  handlers  to  defray  such  expenses. 

The  committee  was  established  under 
Marketing  Agreement  No.  149  and  Order 
No.  967,  both  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
967),  regulating  the  handling  of  celery 
grown  in  Florida.  This  program  is  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seQ.) . 

Notice  was  published  In  the  Novem¬ 
ber  12  Feduial  Register  (39  FR  39685) 
regarding  the  proposals.  It  afforded  in¬ 
terested  persons  an  opportunity  to  IBe 
written  emnmmts  not  later  than  Novem¬ 
ber  26, 1974.  None  was  filed. 

After  oonslderatkm  of  all  r^evant 
matters.  Including  hte  proposals  set  fortli 
In  the  notice.  It  is  found  that  the  follaw- 
Ing  budget  and  rate  of  assessment 
be  approved. 

It  Is  further  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
date  of  this  seetiem  until  30  days  after 
publleatton  In  the  Pbderai.  RxoKrmt  (5 
UJS.C.  553)  because  this  part  requires 
that  the  rate  of  assessment  for  a  particu¬ 
lar  fiscal  year  shall  apply  to  all  assess¬ 
able  celery  from  the  beginning  of  such 
year. 

The  regulation  follows : 

§  967.210  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  inrurred  during  the 
fiscal  year  ending  July  31,  1975,  by 
the  Florida  Celery  Committee  lor  Its 
maintenance  and  functioning  and  for 
such  other  piurposes  as  the  Secretary 
may  determine  to  be  appropriate  will 
amoimt  to  $75,065. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  In  accordance  with  this 
part  shall  be  one  cent  ($0.01)  per  crate 


of  celery  handled  by  him  as  the  first 
handler  during  the  fiscal  year. 

(c)  Unexpended  Income  In  excess  of 
expenses  for  the  fiscal  year  may  be  car- 
rl^  over  as  an  operating  reserve  to  the 
extent  authorized  in  S  967.62. 

(d)  Terms  used  In  this  8ectl(m  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in 
the  marketing  agreement  and  this  part 
(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  XTA.O. 
601-874) 

Dated:  November  27, 1974. 

Charles  R.  Braoer, 
Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FB  Doc.74-28200  FUed  12-2-74;  8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  XVin->FARMERS  HOME  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B— LOANS  AND  QRANTS 
PRIMARILY  FOR  REAL  ESTATE  PURPOSES 

(FmHA  Instruction  442.1] 

PART  1823— ASSOCIATION  LOANS  AND 
GRANTS— COMMUNITY  FACILITIES, 

DEVELOPMENT,  CONSERVATION,  UTI¬ 
LIZATION 

Community  Facility  Loans 

Section  1823.6  of  Subpart  A,  Part  1823, 
Title  7,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (38 
FR  29025;  39  FR  17971),  Is  herewith 
amended.  Inasmuch  as  the  changes  are 
minor  In  nature  and  no  substantive 
change  In  the  regulation  Is  effected,  no¬ 
tice  and  public  procedure  thereon  are 
unnecessary.  The  following  changes  are 
being  made: 

1.  SeeUon  1823.6(a)  (4)  Is  amended  to 
make  editorial  changes  and  to  divide  the 
subparagraph  into  new  subparagraphs 
(4)  and  (5). 

2.  Sectkxi  1823.6(a)(6)  Is  added  to 
clarify  security  requironents  for  loans 
to  nonprofit  assedationg. 

3.  Seetien  189S.6<)»  (3)  is  amended  to 
make  edttoriai  el  sages  and  to  add  the 
authority  to  take  assured  inccme  as  se¬ 
curity  for  loans  to  pidaUc  bodias. 

4.  Seotion  183$.6(b)  (4)  and  (5)  are 
added  to  elaiify  seeurlty  requlyements 
for  loauB  to  peddle  body  appUcaute. 

5.  Beetioa  1828.6(b)  (4)  is  redesignated 
as  paraflTaph  (6) .  As  amraded,  i  1823.6 
(a)(4),  (a)(5),  (a)(6),  (b)(3).  (b)(4) 
and  (b)  (5) ,  read  as  follows : 

§  1823.6  Security. 

«  •  •  •  • 

(a)  Other-than-public  bodies.  •  *  • 

(4)  Loans  to  Incorporated  ncmpublic 
body  borrowers  for  services  and  facili¬ 
ties  for  social,  cultural,  recreational 
needs,  public  health  and  safety,  may  be 
secured  through  assignments  of  assured 
Income  which  will  have  perwuuaency  for 
the  life  of  the  loan,  from  soiuces  such  as 
insurance  premium  rebates  or  commit¬ 
ments  from  industries  or  public  bodies. 

(5)  In  those  cases  where  an  assign¬ 
ment  of  assured  inc(nne  is  not  available, 
a  loan  may  be  considered  provided  the 
organization  and  facilities  have: 

(1)  Been  in  existence  and  are  able  to 
present  evidence  of  financially  successful 


operation  of  a  similar  facility  for  a 
period  of  time  sufOclent  to  indicate  proj- 
oct  success  and  have  available  real  and 
chattel  property  which  has  a  current 
market  value,  determined  by  a  qualified 
appraiser  equal  to  or  exceeding  the 
amount  of  the  loan  to  be  obtained  plus 
any  other  indebtedness  on  the  proposed 
security  property.  National  (^ce  con¬ 
currence  is  required  for  those  applica¬ 
tions  in  which  the  applicant  has  been  in 
existence  for  less  than  ten  years  and/or 
has  not  operated  on  a  financially  suc¬ 
cessful  basis  for  at  least  the  last  five  • 
years. 

(ii)  Such  loans  will  be  seemed  by  liens 
on  real  and  chattel  property,  an  assign¬ 
ment  of  income,  and  any  other  security 
the  State  Director  determines  necessary 
for  a  sound  loan. 

(6)  In  those  exceptional  cases  where 
the  proposal  does  not  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  outlined  in  parrgraphs  (a)  (4) 
and  (5)  of  this  section,  such  proposals 
may  be  considered  (mly: 

(1)  When  the  applicant  is  a  new  or¬ 
ganization  or  one  that  has  not  operated 
the  type  of  facility  being  proposed. 

(ii)  When  there  is  a  demonstration  of 
exceptional  community  support  such  as 
substantial  financial  contributioDS  and 
aggressive  leadership  In  the  formation  of 
the  organization  and  proposed  project 
which  indicates  a  commitment  of  the  en¬ 
tire  community. 

(lU)  After  the  State  Director  has  de¬ 
termined  that  adequate  and  dependable 
revenues  will  be  available  to  meet  all  op¬ 
eration  expenses,  debt  repayment,  and 
the  required  reserve. 

(Iv)  With  prior  National  Office  review 
and  concurrence. 

(b)  Public  bodies.  *  *  * 

(3)  Loans  for  other  community  facili¬ 
ties  such  as  sociaL  culturaL  recreational 
needs,  and  public  health  and  safety  and 
toe  like  will  be  secured  by  mm  or  a  com- 
binatiou  of  toe  foHowlng: 

(1)  Oenwwl  obUgatkm  bonds. 

(It)  ASSeSBBSCBtS. 

(9i)  Bonds  wtaleh  pledge  other  taxes. 

Gv)  Botids  pledging  revewues  of  the 
faetUty  being  financed  when  such  bonds 
provide  for  the  mandatory  levy  and  col¬ 
lection  of  taxes  la  the  event  revenues 
later  become  toanlficient  to  properly  op¬ 
erate  and  walntain  the  facility  and  to 
retire  the  loan. 

(V)  Assignment  of  assured  income 
which  will  have  permanency  for  the  life 
of  the  loan  from  sources  such  as  Insur¬ 
ance  premium  rebates,  commitments 
from  industries  or  other  public  bodies. 

(4)  In  those  cases  where  security  Is 
not  avallale  In  accordance  wlto  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (3)  of  this  section,  a  proposal 
may  be  considered  In  accordance  with 
paragraph  (a)  (5)  of  this  section. 

(5)  In  those  exceptional  cases  where 
the  proposal  does  not  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  outlined  In  subparagraphs  (3)  and 
(4)  of  this  paragraph,  such  prc^xisals 
may  be  considered  In  accordance  with 
paragraph  (a)  (6)  of  this  section. 

•  #  •  •  • 

(7  n.S.C.  1986;  UMsgsttea  sf  airlhortty  by  ttv* 
See.  of  Agi1„  T  CVSt  228c  dalegatlon  «f  an- 
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thority  by  the  Asst.  Sec.  for  Rural  DeMlop- 
meat.  7  CFB  2.70) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  Is 
fectlve  on  December  3, 1974. 

Dated:  November  18. 1974. 

Fbamx  B.  Bxxiott, 

Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  AdministratUm. 

[FR  DOC.74-2815S  Filed  12-2-74;8:49  am] 


Title? — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  XIV— COMMODITY  CREDIT 

CORPORATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRI¬ 
CULTURE 

SUBCHAPTCR  B — LOANS.  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

PART  1464— TOBACCO 

Subpart  A — ^Tobacco  Loan  Program 

1974  Crop— Cigar  Tobacco,  Loan  Rates 
Schedules 

On  October  16.  1974,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
36972)  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
setting  forth  the  proposed  price  support 
grade  loan  rate  schedules  for  1974-crop 
cigar  tobacco.  Interested  parties  were 
given  the  opportunity  to  submit,  not  later 
than  November  15.  1974.  data,  views  and 
recommendations  pertaining  to  the  grade 
loan  rates. 

No  unfavorable  cofhments  have  been 
received,  and  the  proposed  loan  rates 
are  hereby  adopted  without  change  and 
are  set  forth  below.  The  material  pre¬ 
viously  appearing  under  the  section  num¬ 
bers  ^own  below  remains  applicable  to 
the  crop  to  which  each  refers.  Further¬ 
more,  Uie  material  previously  appearing 
under  S  1464.27  1973  Crop — Puerto  Rican 
Tobacco,  Type  46.  Advance  Schedule '  is 
corrected  to  add  the  text  of  footnote  1 
which  was  stated  In  the  notice  of  the 
proposed  rates  (38  FR  29603)  and  was 
inadvertently  omitted  when  the  proposed 
rates  were  adopted  (38  PR  33276).  The 
footnote  text  hereby  added  Is  as  follows: 
“The  cooperative  association  through 
which  price  support  is  made  available  Is 
authorized  to  deduct  from  the  amount 
paid  the  growers  $1  per  hundred  pounds 
to  apply  against  receiving  and  overhead 
costs.  Only  the  original  producer  is  ^- 
glble  to  receive  advances.  No  advance  is 
authorized  for  tobacco  graded  “Nl“  (first 
<iuallty  nondescript) ,  “N2”  (secmid  qual¬ 
ity  nondescript)  or  “S”  (scr^) ,  or  desig¬ 
nated  “No-G”  (no  grade) . 

Effective  date:  December  3. 1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  on  Novem¬ 
ber  27, 1974. 

Glerit  a.  Weir, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 


S  1464.22  1974  Crop— Ohio  Ffiler  To- 

bacco,  T^i>es  42-44,  Loan  Schedule.^ 
(DoUan  per  bundreU  pounds,  farm  sales 


weight) 

Orads  Loan  rats 

Crop  run  (stripped  togettier) : 

XI _ 44.00 

X2 _ 41.00 

X8 _ S8.00 

X4 _ 88.80 

Nondescript:  N _ _ _ - _ _ _ 28. 60 


§  1464.23  1974  Crop— Connecticnt  Val¬ 

ley  BromUeaf  Tobacco,  Type  51  Loan 
Sdiedule.* 

(Dollars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  ndes 


weight) 

Grade  loan  rate 

Binders: 

B1 _ 80.00 

B2 _ 72. 00 

B3 _ 63.  00 

B4 _ 62. 00 

B5 _ 46.00 

Non-Binders:  XI _ 39.00 


§  1464.24  1974  Crop— Connecticut  Val¬ 

ley  Havana  Seed  Tobacco,  Type  52, 
Loan  Schedule.* 

(DoUars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  sales 


weight) 

Grade  Loan  rate 

Binders: 

B1 _ 75.00 

B2 _ : _ 67.00 

B3 _ 60. 00 

B4 _ 81.00 

B5 _ 46.00 

Non-Blndeis:  XI _ 39.00 


§1464.25  1974  Crop— New  York  and 

Pennsylvania  Havana  Seed  Tobacco, 
Type  53,  and  Sonthem  Wisconsin 
Tt^acco,  Type  54,  Loan  Schedule.* 
(Dollars  per  h\mdred  pounds,  farm 


sales  weight) 

Grade  Loan  rate 

Crc^-Run: 

XI _ 48.00 

X3 _ 43.60 

X3 _ 88.80 

Farm  Fillers: 

T1  _ 31.60 

Y2  _ 29.60 

T3 _ 27.60 

Nondescript: 

N1 _ 29.00 

N2 _ 23.00 

§1464.26  1974  Crop— Northern  Wis¬ 

consin  Tobacco,  Type  55,  Loan 
Schedule.* 


(DoUars  per  htindred  pounds,  farm 
sales  weight) 

Grade  Loan  rate 

Binders: 

Bl . . 66.00 

B2 _ 61.00 

B3  _ 66.00 

Strippers: 

Cl  _ 60.00 

C2 _ 48.60 

C3 _ 34. 00 

(DoUars  per  htmdred  pounds,  farm  sales 
weight) 

Grads 

Crop  run:  Loan  rate 

XI  _ —  48.00 

X3  _ 43.00 

X8  _ 32.00 

Form  FUIms: 

T1 - : _ 36.00 

Y2 _ 32.00 

T3 _ 30.00 

Nondescript: 

N1 _ 28.00 

N3 - 22.00 

§  1464.27  1974  Crop— Puerto  Rican  To¬ 

bacco,  Type  46,  Loan  Schedule.* 

(Dollars  pet  hiuidred  pounds,  tatm  sales 
weight) 

Grade  Loan  rate 

Price  block  I  (Clf  and  CIP) _ 60. 00 

Price  block  n  (XIP,  XIP.  and  X13) ..  43. 60 

Price  block  m  (X3T.  X2P.  X2P.  and 

X38) _ 84.60 

Price  block  IV  (N) . 21.00 


1  Tobacco  Is  eligible  for  loan  only  If  cou- 
signed  by  the  original  producer.  No  loan 
Is  authorized  for  tobacco  graded  “S"  (scrap) 
or  designated,  "No-G"  (no  grade).  The  co¬ 
operative  association  through  which  price 
support  is  made  available  Is  authorized  to 
deduct  from  the  amount  paid  the  grower 
81  per  hundred  povmds  to  apply  against 
overhead  and  receiving  costs. 

■Tobacco  is  eligible  for  loan  only  if  con¬ 
signed  by  the  original  producer.  No  loan 
la  authorized  for  tobacco  graded  "Nl" 
cw  “N2”  (nondescript)  or  “8"  (scnq>),  or 
designated  "No-O”  (no  grade).  The  coop¬ 
erative  association  through  which  price  sup- 
put  Is  made  available  is  authorized  to 
deduct  frun  the  amount  paid  the  grower 
$1  per  hundred  pounds  to  apply  against 
overhead  and  receiving  costs. 

■Tobacco  is  eligible  for  loan  only  If  con¬ 
signed  by  the  original  producer.  No  loan 
Is  authorized  for  tobacco  graded  "Nl”  or 
‘‘N2”  (nondescript)  or  "S”  (scrap),  or 
designated  "No-G"  (no  grade).  The  coop¬ 
erative  association  through  which  price  sup- 
put  Is  made  available  Is  authorized  to 
deduct  from  the  amount  paid  the  grower 
81  per  hundred  pounds  to  apply  against 
overhead  and  receiving  costs. 

■Tobacco  Is  eligible  for  loan  only  If  con¬ 
signed  by  the  original  producer.  No  loan  Is 
authorized  for  tobacco  graded  “S"  (scrap)  or 
designated.  “No-O”  (no  grade).  The  coopera¬ 
tive  association  through  which  price  support 
is  made  available  Is  authorized  to  deduct 
from  the  amount  paid  the  grower  81  per 
hundred  pounds  to  apply  against  overhead 
and  rectivlng  costs. 

•Tobacco  Is  eligible  for  loan  only  if  con¬ 
signed  by  the  original  producer.  No  loan  is 
authorized  for  tobacco  graded  “S”  (scrap)  or 
designated.  "No-O"  (no  grade).  The  cooper¬ 
ative  association  through  which  price  sup¬ 
port  is  made  available  as  authorized  to  de¬ 
duct  from  the  amount  paid  the  grower  81  per 
hundred  pounds  to  apply  against  overhead 
and  receiving  costs. 

•Tobacco  is  eligible  for  loan  only  tf  oon- 
slgned  by  the  original  producer.  No  loan  la 
authorized  tor  tobacco  graded  "S"  (scrap)  or 
designated,  "No-O”  (no  grade) .  The  cooper¬ 
ative  asaodatlon  through  which  price  sup¬ 
port  is  made  available  Is  authorized  to  de¬ 
duct  from  the  amoimt  paid  the  grower  81  per 
hundred  pounds  to  apply  against  overhead 
and  receiving  costs. 

(FR  Doc.74-28204  FUed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS  AND  GRANTS 
PRIMARILY  FOR  REAL  ESTATE  PURPOSES 

[FmHA  Instruction  44^.1] 

PART  1823— ASSOCIATION  LOANS  AND 
GRANTS--COMMUNITY  FACILITIES, 
DEVELOPMENT.  CONSERVATION,  UTIL¬ 
IZATION 

Subpart  A — Community  Facility  Loans 

Miscellaneotts  Amendments 

Sections  1823.5. 1823.7, 1823.23, 1823.24, 
1823.46  and  1823.47  of  Subpart  A  of 
Part  1823,  TlUe  7,  Code  of  Federal 
RegUlaUcms  (38  FR  29025;  39  FR  12728) 
are  amended.  Inasmuch  as  the  changes 
are  minor  in  nature  and  no  substantive 
change  In  the  regulation  Is  effected, 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon 
are  unnecessary.  As  amended,  the  re¬ 
vised  paragraphs  to  Incorporate  certain 
editorial  and  procedural  changes  read  as 
follows: 

1.  Section  1823.5  (b)  (1)  Is  deleted; 
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2.  Section  1823J  (b)  <2)  has  been  te- 
deslgn&ted  as  subparacratih  <I)  without 
change; 

3.  Section  1823.5  (b)  (3)  has  been  re¬ 
designated  as  subparagraph  (2)  and  Is 
amended  to  authorize  deferment  of 
principal  for  more  than  three  years  In 
certain  Instances,  to  read  as  set  forth 
below. 

§  1823.5  Rates  and  terms. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(2)  Principal  payments  may  be  defer¬ 
red  In  whole  ot  In  part  for  a  period  not  to 
exceed  the  end  of  the  third  full 
year  after  the  estimated  date  of  loan 
closing.  If  for  any  reason  it  appears 
necessary  to  permit  a  longer  period  of 
defermrat,  the  State  Director  may  au¬ 
thorize  such  deferment  with  the  prior 
approval  of  the  National  Ofllce.  Defer¬ 
ments  of  principal  will  not  be  used  to: 

•  «  •  •  • 

4.  Sectlmi  1823.7(a)  (2)  (1)  Is  revised  as 
set  forth  below  to  clarify  when  users’ 
cash  contributions  will  be  paid; 

5.  Section  1823.7<b)(2)  Is  revised  as 
set  forth  below  by  adding  maintenance 
requirements,  and  to  change  revenue  re¬ 
quirements  to  reserve  requirements; 

6.  Section  1823.7(b)  (4).  (5)  and  (6) 
have  been  added,  reading  as  set  forth 
below,  to  provide  fm*  added  assured 
means  of  loan  repayment  for  facilities 
for  new  or  developing  communities  or 
areas; 

S  1823.7  Economic  feasibilhr  require¬ 
ments. 

m  m  m  m  ^ 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  In  order  to  establish  realistic  user 
estimates,  the  following  are  required: 

(1)  Meaningful  potential  user  cash 
contribution.  Contributions  shall  be  high 
enough  to  Indicate  sincere  Interest  on  the 
part  of  the  potential  user  but  not  so  high 
as  to  preclude  service  to  low-lncmne  fam¬ 
ilies.  Contributions  ordinarily  shall  be  am 
amount  amproxlmating  one  year’s  mini¬ 
mum  use  fees  and  shall  be  padd  in  full 
before  loan  closing  or  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  construction,  whichever  occius 
first.  User  cash  contributions  are  re¬ 
quired  except  for  users  presently  receiv¬ 
ing  service,  when  user  agreements  below 
are  not  required,  or  in  those  cases  where 
FmHA  determines  that  users  cannot 
make  a  cash  contribution. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(2)  Developers  providing  a  bonded 
guarantee  of  sufficient  Income  to  meet 
expenses  attributable  to  the  area  In  ques¬ 
tion  until  a  sufficient  number  of  the 
building  sites  sure  occupied  and  connected 
to  the  facility  to  provide  enough  revenue 
to  meet  operating  and  maintenance,  debt 
service  and  reserve  requirements;  or 
•  •  •  •  * 

(4)  The  full  faith  and  credit  of  a  pub¬ 
lic  body  where  the  debt  is  evidenced  by 
general  obligation  bonds;  or 

(5)  The  loan  Is  to  a  public  body  evi¬ 
denced  by  a  pledge  of  taxes  or  assess- 
ments;  or 


(6)  TTie  user  charges  will  become  a  tax 
Hen  upon  the  property  being  served  and 
izuxmxe  fr<Hn  such  lien  can  be  collected 
in  sufficient  time  to  be  used  for  its  in¬ 
tended  pvurposes. 

•  •  •  •  • 

7.  Section  1823.23(a)  Is  revised  as  set 
forth  below,  by  adding  reference  to  exist¬ 
ing  fiood  Insurance  regulations  and  the 
100-year  fiood  plain  level; 

§  1823.23  Design  policies. 

•  •  •  •  •  . 

(a)  Location  o/  facilities  in  flood  plain 
area.  Ordinarily  facilities  will  not  be 
located  in  the  100-year  flood  plain  level 
except  for  supply  and  treatment  plants 
In  which  event  applicants  will  evaluate 
the  proposal  from  the  standpoint  of 
special  design  and  additional  Initial  and 
maintenance  costs,  and  provide  PnoiHA 
with  the  recwnmendatlons  of  appropri¬ 
ate  agencies  such  as  the  U.S.  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers,  the  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice  (SC:S),  or  appropriate  State  Official. 
Facilities  located  In  special  flood  and 
mudslide  prone  areas  must  comply  with 
the  eligibility  and  insurance  require¬ 
ments  of  Subpart  B  of  I^urt  1806. 

•  •  •  •  * 

8.  Section  1823.24(g)  (1)  Is  revised  as 
set  forth  below  to  provide  that  a  con¬ 
nection  charge  may  be  used  to  pay  for 
construction  done  by  the  water  supplier; 

§  1823.24  Water  purchase  contracts. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)  Not  contain  provisions  for: 

(1)  Construction  of  facilities  which 
will  be  owned  by  the  supplier.  This  does 
not  preclude  the  use  of  money  paid  as  a 
connection  charge  for  construction  to  be 
done  by  the  supplier. 

•  *  •  •  • 

9.  Section  1823.46  Is  amended  as  set 
forth  below  to  provide  additional  guid¬ 
ance  for  the  use  of  temporary  debt  in¬ 
struments  when  multiple  advances  are 
made; 

S  1823.46  Multiple  advances  of  FmHA 
funds  using  temporary  debt  instm- 
mrat. 

When  none  of  the  Instruments  de¬ 
scribed  In  §  1823.45  are  legally  permis¬ 
sible  or  practical,  a  bond  anticlpathm 
note  or  similar  temporary  debt  Instru¬ 
ment  may  be  used.  The  debt  Instrument 
will  provide  for  multiple  advance  of 
FmHA  loan  funds  and  will  be  for  the  full 
amount  of  the  FmHA  loan.  The  Instru¬ 
ment  will  be  prepared  by  Bond  Counsel 
smd  approved  by  the  State  Director  and 
OGC.  At  the  same  time  FmHA  delivers 
the  last  advance,  the  borrower  will  de¬ 
liver  the  permanent  bond  instrument  to 
FmHA  to  replace  the  temporary  debt  in¬ 
strument  and  the  cancelled  temporary 
Instrument  will  be  delivered  to  the  bor¬ 
rower.  The  approved  debt  Instrument  will 
show  at  least  the  following: 

•  •  •  •  • 

10.  Section  1823.47(e)  Is  amended  by 
revising  the  due  date  for  loan  Install¬ 
ments. 

S  1823.47  Minimum  bond  specifications. 


(e)  Payment  dote,  hisofar  as  loan  pay¬ 
ments  are  consistent  with  Income  avail¬ 
ability.  iqjpllcable  State  statutes,  and 
commercial  customs  in  the  preparation 
of  bonds  or  other  evidence  of  l^ebted- 
ness,  they  should  be  scheduled  on  a 
monthly  basis  either  In  the  bond  or  other 
evidence  of  Indebtedness  or  through  the 
use  of  a  supplemental  agreement.  Such 
requirements  will  be  accomplished  not 
later  than  the  time  of  locm  closing.  When 
monthly  payments  are  required,  such 
payments  will  be  scheduled  beginning 
one  full  month  following  the  date  of  loan 
closing  or  the  end  of  any  approved  defer¬ 
ment  period.  Subsequent  monthly  pay¬ 
ments  will  be  scheduled  each  full  month 
thereafter.  In  those  cases  where  evidence 
of  Indebtedness  calls  for  annual  or  semi¬ 
annual  payments,  they  will  be  scheduled 
beginning  six  or  twelve  full  months,  re- 
i^>ectively.  fc^owlng  the  date  of  loan 
closing  or  the  end  of  any  approved  de¬ 
ferment  period.  Subsequent  payments 
will  be  scheduled  each  sixth  ex-  twelfth 
full  month,  respectively,  thereafter. 
When  the  evidence  of  Indebtedness  Is 
dated  the  29th,  30th.  or  31st,  day  of  a 
month,  the  pason^t  date  will  be  sched¬ 
uled  the  28th  day  of  the  month.  Borrow¬ 
ers  scheduled  to  make  monthly  paymoits 
will  be  given  a  monthly  payment  card 
packet  at  the  time  of  loan  closing.  These 
borrowers  win  submit  payments  directly 
to  the  Finance  Office. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(7  T7B.C.  1989;  delegation  of  authority  by 
the  Sec.  of  Agil..  7  CFR  3.23;  delegation  of 
authority  by  the  Asst.  Sec.  for  Rural  De¬ 
velopment.  7  CFR  2.70) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  Is  ef¬ 
fective  on  December  3. 1974. 

Dated:  November  18. 1974. 

Frank  B.  Ehjott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 
(FR  Doc.  74-28202  FUed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  F— SECURITY  SERVICING  AND 
UQUIOATION 

I  FmHA  InstiuctKm  47U] 

PART  1873— CERTIFICATE  OF  BENEFI¬ 
CIAL  OWNERSHIP  AND  INSURED  NOTES 

Certificates  Issued  bv  the  Finance  Office 
of  the  Fanners  Home  Administration; 
Correction  * 

Section  1873.30  of  Subpart  C,  of  Part 
1873,  Utle  7,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
(39  FR  3948)  Is  amended  to  correct  and 
clarify  the  regulation  to  provide  that  a 
new  assignment  should  be  obtained  from 
the  assignor  when  alterations  or  erasures 
have  been  made  In  an  assignment  of  a 
certificate  of  beneficial  ownership. 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  553(b)  (B) 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is  not  be¬ 
ing  published.  Eluch  notice  is  unnecessary 
because  the  amendment  merely  corrects 
and  clarifies  the  current  regulation. 

As  amended.  §  1873.30  will  read  as 
fidlows: 

§  1873.30  Assignmmts. 

Assignments  of  certificates  should  be 
executed  by  the  owner  or  his  authorized 
representative  in  the  presence  of  an 
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PART  245— ADJUSTMENT  OF  STATUS  TO 
THAT  OF  PERSON  ADMITTED  FOR  PER¬ 
MANENT  RESIDENCE 

In  S  245.4,  a  new  sentence  Is  added  at 
the  end  thereof.  As  amended,  §  245.4 
reads  as  follows: 

§  245.4  Adjostmenf  of  status  of  aliens 
within  proviso  to  section  203(a) 
(7)  of  the  Act. 

The  provisions  of  section  245  of  the 
Act  or  section  1  of  the  Act  of  November 
2,  1966,  and  of  this  Part,  shall  govern 
the  adjustment  of  status  provided  for  in 
the  proviso  to  section  203(a)  (7)  of  the 
Act.  An  applicant  for  adjustment  of 
status  under  section  245  of  the  Act  who 
claims  he  is  entitled  to  a  preference 
status  pursuant  to  section  203(a)  (7)  of 
the  Act  shall  execute  and  attach  to  his 
application  for  adjustment  Form  I-590A, 
Application  for  Classification  as  a  Ref¬ 
ugee  under  the  Proviso  to  Section 
203(a)  (7),  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act.  The  determination  as  to  whether  an 
alien  is  entitled  to  the  claimed  preference 
status  shall  be  made  by  the  district  di¬ 
rector;  no  appeal  shall  lie  from  his  de¬ 
termination.  An  alien  whose  application 
for  asylum  pursuant  to  §  108.1  of  this 
chapter  has  been  approved  by  the  district 
director  shall  be  exempt  from  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  submitting  Form  I-590A. 


plying  for  the  benefits  of  section  243(h) 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
as  amended,  and  of  Articles  32  and  33  of 
the  Convention  Relating  to  the  Status  of 
Refugees. 

The  proposed  rules,  as  modified,  are 
hereby  adopted: 

A  new  Part  108  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

PART  lOS— ASYLUM 


Bible  for  the  alteration  or  erasure  should  §  108*1  Application, 
be  submitted  for  consideration.  An  application  for  asylum  by  an  alien 

(7  UJB.C.  1989;  43  ITJ3.C.  1480;  delegation  of  who  is  seeking  admission  to  the  United 
authority  by  the  Secretary  of  AgrictUture,  7  States  at  a  land  border  port  or  preclear- 
CFR  2.23;  delegation  of  authmrity  by  the  As-  ance  station  shall  be  referred  to  the  near- 
Btstant  Secretary  for  Rural  Develc^ment,  7  American  consul.  An  application  for 
CPE  2.70)  asylum  by  any  other  alien  who  is  within 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall  the  United  States  or  who  is  iqiplylng  for 
be  e'*ective  on  December  3,  1974.  admission  to  the  United  States  at  an  air- 

Dated:  November  25. 19,4.  SSeS'e^^rS  »thtSaS5et"S: 

Frank  B.  Elliott,  rector  having  jurisdiction  over  his  place 

Administrator,  of  residence  in  the  United  States  or  over 
Farmers  Home  Administration.  the  port  of  entry.  The  applicant’s  ac- 
IFR  Doc.74-28201  Piled  i2-2-74;8:46  ami  companying  spouse  and  unmarried  chll- 

dren  under  the  age  of  18  years  may  be 
Title  S-Allens  and  Nationality  included  in  the  appUcation. 

CHAPTER  I— IMMIGRATION  AND  NAT-  §108.2  Decision. 

URALIZATION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  The  applicant  shall  apE>ear  in  person 
OF  JUSTICE  before  an  immigration  officer  prior  to 

asylum  adjudication  of  the  application,  except 

Reference  Is  made  to  the  notice  of  that  the  personal  appearance  of  any  chil- 
proposed  rule  mairing  which  was  pub-  dren  included  in  the  application  may  be 
fished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Au-  waived  by  the  district  director.  The  dis¬ 
gust  7,  1974  (39  FR  28439)  pursuant  to  i-rict  director  shall  request  the  views  of 
section  553  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States  the  Department  of  State  before  making 
Code  (80  Stat.  383)  and  in  which  thwe  decision  unless  in  his  opinion  the  ap- 
was  set  forth  the  proposed  addition  of  a  plication  is  clearly  meritorious  or  clearly 
new  Part  108  to  Chapter  I  of  'Htle  8  of  lacking  bi  substance.  The  district  director 
the  Code  of  Pedersd  Rcguktticxis  pertain-  «»prove  or  d«tty  the  ^>plieation  in 

tng  to  asylum.  oxereise  of  discretion.  The  district 

The  r^caentations  which  were  re-  ***^*^®m*m*^J^^^  wrltog, 

cetved  eonoeming  the  proposed  rules  of  tterefrom.  en 

August  7,  1974  have  been  considered.  ^?**^'^,** 

Pr(H?osed  S  108.2  has  been  modified  in  the  *  ^  ^  siAstai^,  no^ca- 

fofiowlng  respects:  (1)  to  provide  that  ^ 

.the  views  of  the  Department  of  State  with  Disunity  to  supp^  a  state- 

shafi  be  requested  by  the  district  direc- 

ter  before  making  his  decision  on  an  ap-  application,  and  depar^e jhaU  not  ^ 
ScationfOT  M^imiSS  opS-  •n^orcod  until  30  days  following  the  date 

^llSS  TcSrS  S^ritori-  f  be  cer^ecl 

ous  or  clearly  lacking  In  substance;  (2)  ^  the  r^onal  wn^ionCT  for  final 
to  provide  that  If  an  application  Is  ^ec  Jion  if  the  D^artment  of  ^te  hw 
denied  on  the  basis  that  it  is  clearly 

lacking  in  substance,  notification  shaU  be  ^thstandin^g,  the  district  director  has 
furnished  the  Department  of  State,  with  chosen  to  deny  the  appUwtion.  If  any 
cq^portunity  to  supply  a  statement  con-  decision  will  be  basM  in  w^le  or  to  p^ 
tatotog  matter  favorable  to  the  applica-  upon  a  statement  furnished  by  the  ru awtpd 
tion,  and  the  departure  of  the  applicant  P^rtoent  ot  State,  the  stetement  shafl  be  CHA^R 
shall  not  be  enforced  until  30  days  fol-  »  Part  of  the  recort  of  proceei^, 

lowing  the  date  of  such  notification;  (3)  and  the  applicant  shall  have  an  opportu-  treasi 

to  provide  that  if  an  application  is  denied  for  inspwtion,  expiation,  ^d  re-  part  : 

by  the  district  director  notwithstanding  ^ttal  toereof  as  prescribed  to  §  103.2(b) 
the  Department  of  State  has  made  a  ^2)  of  tt^  ch^ter.  A  denial  under  this  s^^uritl 
favorable  statement,  the  case  should  be  Part  shall  not  preclude  the  alien,  to  a 
certified  to  the  regional  commissioner  subsequent  expulsion  hearing,  from  ap-  „  .  . 

for  final  decision;  and  (4)  to  specify  that  plsrtog  for  the  benefits  of  section  243(h)  ^  ^2  cfe 

the  rtoniai  of  an  eq>pfication  under  Part  of  the  Act  and  of  Articles  32  and  33  of  the 
108  ahftM  not  preclude  an  applicant,  to  a  Convention  Relating  to  the  Status  uF  i.3(^  oio 
subsequent  expulsion  hearing,  from  iq}-  Refugees.  11 


PART  299— IMMIGRATION  FORMS 
§  299.1  [Amended] 

The  listing  of  forms  to  §  299.1  Pre¬ 
scribed  forms  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  form  and  reference  thereto  to 
alphabetical  and  numerical  sequence: 

Title  and 

Form  No.  description 


1-589  (9-1-74)  Bequest  lor  Asylum  In  the 
Halted  Stotes. 


The  basis  and  purpose  cC  the  above- 
prescribed  rules  are  to  incorporate  into 
the  regulations  procedures  for  making 
application  fm:  asylum  to  the  United 
States  and  ndes  for  the  adjudication  of 
such  applications. 

Effective  date.  The  amendments  con¬ 
tained  to  this  order  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  January  2,  197S. 

Dated:  Novesaber  26, 1974. 

L.  P.  Chapman,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

[FR  Doc.74-28179  FUed  12-2-74;8:46  am] 
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«.Tiniifi,i  charges  calcxilated  to  provide  derwriting,  and  unlimited  holding  by  na- 
Corporation  gudi  amounts  (in  addition  to  other  avidl-  Uonal  bai^  tmder  paragrm)h  Seventh 

*  f*^!^**-  Of-*-  funds)  as  will  be  required  by  the  Au-  of  12  UJS.C.  24. 

^tnonty.  state  tjiority  for  payments  of  principal  and  in-  (b)  OjAnion.  (1)  *nie  Alaska  State 

•  A..ff-1-a  County  tei^t  on  any  of  its  bonds  or  other  ob-  Housing  Authority  is  a  public  corporate 

ority.  Health  Fa-  ligations,  operating  expenses,  mainte-  authority  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
ds.  nance  of  reserves  and  to  provide  for  Alaska.  The  Authority  is  authorized  to 

Temporary  Xioan  deficits.  The  Authority  has  also  entered  provide  for  the  acquisition,  construction 

into  a  d^ciency  advance  contract  with  and  financing  of  public  building  projects 
Faemues  County  of  Gloucester  under  which  for  lease  to  the  State.  The  Authority  is 
the  County  will  annually  pay  to  the  Au-  issuing  its  general  obligation  bonds  to 
ist  Paruoipatbm  thorlty  a  deficiency  advance  equal  to  the  finance  the  construction  of  an  airport 
excess  of  expoise.  including  pa3nnents  of  bulling  in  Anchorage,  a  records  center 
unity  oentar  An-  principal  and  interest  on  the  bonds,  over  in  Juneau,  a  public  safety  building  in 
the  receipts  of  the  Authority  for  the  Sitka  and  an  addition  to  the  Pioneers 
If  the  County  of  precedhig  year.  The  annual  charge  pay-  Home  in  Fairbcmks. 

aUe  by  a  municipality  and  the  deficiency  (2)  The  State  of  Alaska  which  pos- 
oitT  Advance  payable  by  the  County  are  gen-  sesses  general  powers  of  taxation  has 
V  Autnority,  oity  obUgatlona  of  the  municipality  and  promised  in  the  lease  rental  agreement 
iiiites  Of-  County  respectively  are  payable  from  to  pay  the  Authority,  for  the  right  to  use 

te«d  by  the  Sec-  unlimited  property  taxes.  and  occupy  the  projects,  annual  rentals 

Education  and  (c)  Rvling.  It  is  our  conclusion  that  in  amounts  sufficient  to  enable  the  Au- 
the  $15,000,000  Gloucester  County  Sew-  thority  to  make  the  annual  principal  and 
rater  Supply  Ctir-  erage  Authority,  Sewer  Revenue  Bonds,  Interest  payments  on  these  bonds  and  the 
*  ~  Series  A  are  general  obligations  of  a  Authority  has  pledged  these  rentals  to 

”  State  or  a  political  subdivision  thereof  secure  such  payments.  The  bonds  of  the 
^^tration  Pub-  under  paragraph  Seventh  of  12  nJ3.C.  24  Authority  are  thus  supported  by  the  faith 
and  accordingly  are  eligible  for  purchase,  and  credit  of  the  State. 
tcK-ity.  deeding  in,  underwriting  and  unlimited  (c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  that 

niniBtiatioii  Pub-  holding  by  national  banks.  (Cmnp-  the  $9,400,000  State  Lease  Revmue 
troller’s  letter  dated  September  15, 1972.)  Bemds,  1972  Project.  Second  Issue,  of  the 
enter  Authority  .  a-,™*  a—  f Alaska  State  Housing  Authority,  are 

Pnhau«  -- _  litical  sifixlivision  thereof  under  para- 

-  (a)  Request.  The  ComptroUer  of  the  graph  Seventh  of  12  UJ8.C.  24  and  are 

Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on  ellgiUe  for  purcha^  tp^iing  in.  undM’- 
Pubiio  Improve-  eligibility  of  the  $410,000  Northwest  writing  and  unlimited  holding  by  na- 
1.  Airport  Atm  Corporation  Leasehold  tlonal  banks.  (Ctanptroller’s  letter  dated 

Health  Facnmee  Mortgage  Bonds  for  purchase,  dealing  September  25. 1972.) 

Aageiaa  County  in,  underwriting  and  xuilimited  holding  ,  , ,  .  . 

nter  Health  FacU-  by  national  banks  under  paragraph  Sev-  •  City  ^  Inglewood-Loa  ^geles 

*•  A  enth  of  12  UB.C.  24.  Anlhonty, 

•rAuthortty.  ^  ..  Health  Facility  Revenue  Bonds. 

rAuthortty.  Opinion.  (1)  The  Northwest  Air- 

ting  port  Area  Corporation,  a  Calif omia  non-  ^  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 

profit  corporation,  was  organized  to  fl-  Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
kndMi  nansranh  UAUcc  the  acquisition  and  construction  U^®  ellglWllty  of  the  $1,480,000  City  of 
ended-  uhSol  1  airport  facilities  adjacKit  to  the  PuH-  toglewood-Loe  Angeles  Coimty  Civic 
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Health  Facility  Revenue  Bonds,  are  gen¬ 
eral  obligations  of  a  State  or  a  political 
subdivision  thereof  under  paragrs4>h 
Seventh  of  12  UJ3.C.  24  and  according 
are  eligible  for  purchase,  dealing  in. 
underwriting  and  imlimited  holding  by 
national  banks.  (Comptroller’s  letter 
dated  September  25,  1972.) 

§  1.354  City  of  Philadelphia  Temporary 

Loan  Notes. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eUglbility  of  the  $80,000,000  cnty  of 
Philadelphia  Temporary  Loan  Notes, 
Series  C  for  purchase,  dealing  in,  under¬ 
writing  and  unlimited  holding  by  na¬ 
tional  banks  imder  paragraph  Seventh 
of  12  UB.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  The  City  of  Philadelphia 
Is  issuing  these  notes  in  accordance  with 
Pennsylvania  law  which  authorizes  the 
City  to  negotiate  loans  in  anticipation  of 
the  receipt  of  income  and  to  issue  in  any 
fiscal  year  temporary  loan  notes  having 
a  maturity  within  the  fiscal  year  of  issue 
and  payable  from  income  received  in  the 
same  fiscal  year  in  an  aggregate  amoimt 
not  to  exceed  90%  of  the  estimated  re- 
c^pts  tor  such  year.  If,  for  any  reason, 
payment  of  the  notes  is  not  made  vhea 
due  the  unpaid  balance  would  represent 
a  deficit  which,  under  the  City  Charter, 
must  be  budgeted  and  paid  from  the  rev¬ 
enues  of  the  ensuing  fiscal  year.  Thiu, 
these  notes  issued  in  anticipation  of  cur¬ 
rent  income  are  supported  by  the  full 
faith  and  credit  of  the  City. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  that  the 
$80,000,000  City  of  Philadelphia  Tempo¬ 
rary  Loan  Notes,  Series  C.  are  general 
obligations  of  a  State  or  a  political  sub¬ 
division  thereof  under  paragraph  Sev¬ 
enth  of  12  n.S.C.  24  and  are  eligible 
for  purchase,  dealing  in,  underwriting 
and  unlimited  holding  by  national  banks. 
(Comptroller’s  letter  dated  September  28, 
1972.) 

§  1.355  Santa  Qara  County  Public  Fa¬ 
cilities  Corporation,  Series  B,  Lease 
Rental  Revenue  Bonds. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  $3,500,000  Santa 
Clara  County  Public  Facilities  Corpora¬ 
tion.  Series  B,  Lease  Rental  Revenue 
Bonds  for  purchase,  dealing  in,  imder- 
writing  and  unlimited  holding  by  na¬ 
tional  banks  under  paragraph  Seventh 
of  12  U.S.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Santa  CTara 
Coimty  Public  Facilities  Corporation,  a 
California  non-profit  corporation,  was 
organized  to  finance  the  acquisition,  con¬ 
struction  and  Improvement  of  public 
buildings  and  facilities  for  the  Coimty  of 
Santa  (3lara.  The  Corporation  is  leasing 
certain  property  from  the  County  con¬ 
structing  Improvements  and  leasing  the 
improved  property  b{u:k  to  the  County. 
It  is  issuing  these  bonds  to  finance  the 
construction  of  a  mental  health  build¬ 
ing,  a  public  health  building  and  a  deten¬ 
tion  facility  in  an  existing  building. 

(2)  The  County  has  unconditionally 
promised  in  the  lease  rental  agreement  to 
pay  annual  lease  rentals  to  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  in  an  amount  sufficient  to  meet  an¬ 


nual  interest  and  principal  payments  on 
these  bonds,  as  weU  as  other  necessary 
expenses.  The  County,  which  possesses 
general  powers  of  taxation,  has  thus 
committed  its  faith  and  credit  in  support 
of  the  bonds. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  that 
the  $3,500,009  Santa  Clara  County  Pub¬ 
lic  Facilities  Coloration,  Series  B  Lease 
Rental  Reve»  ue  Bonds  are  general  obli¬ 
gations  of  a  State  or  a  political  subdivi¬ 
sion  thereof  under  paragraph  Seventh  of 
12  UB.C.  24  and  accordingly  are  eligible 
for  purchase,  dealing  in.  underwriting 
and  unlimited  holding  by  national  banks. 
(Comptroller’s  letter  dated  September  29, 
1972.) 

$  1.356  General  Services  Administration 
Public  Buildings  Trust  First  Series, 
A,  B,  C,  D,  E  (1972)  Participation 
Certificates. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  $196,500,000  General 
Services  Administration  Public  Buildings 
Trust  First  Series.  A,  B.  C,  D,  E  (1972) 
Participation  Certificates  for  purchase, 
dealing  in.  underwriting  and  unlimited 
holding  by  national  banks  under  para¬ 
graph  Seventh  of  12  n.S.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Administrator  of 
General  Services  Is  offering  these  Par¬ 
ticipation  Ortificates  as  a  part  of  a  pro¬ 
gram  authorized  by  the  Pid^  Buildings 
Amendments  of  1972  to  finance  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  number  of  public  bifildings 
projects  and  their  purchase  the 
United  States  after  periods  of  years  fol¬ 
lowing  ccxnpletlcui.  The  Participation 
Certificates  evidence  undivided  Interests 
in  the  unconditional  obligation  of  the 
United  States  under  a  trust  Indenture  to 
pay  the  purchase  price  of  the  projects 
covered  thereby.  This  obligation  includes 
a  requirement  to  pay  the  principal  of 
and  premiums,  if  any,  and  Interest  on 
the  Participation  Certificates. 

(2)  In  an  opinion  of  October  6,  1972 
addressed  to  the  Acting  Administrator, 
General  Services  Administration,  the  At¬ 
torney  General  of  the  United  States  ruled 
that  the  obligation  of  the  United  States 
to  pay  the  purchase  price  and  the  Par- 
ticlpsdlon  Certificates  evidencing  undi¬ 
vided  Interests  in  such  obligation  consti¬ 
tute  an  absolute  and  unconditional  gen¬ 
eral  obligation  of  the  United  States  for 
which  the  full  faith  and  credit  of  the 
United  States  are  pledged. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  oirr  conclusion  that 
the  $196,500,000  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  Public  Buildings  Trust. 
First  Series,  A.  B,  C.  D.  E  (1972)  Par¬ 
ticipation  Certificates  are  obligations  of 
the  United  States  and  are  eligible  for 
purchase,  dealing  in,  underwriting  and 
unlimited  holding  by  national  banks 
under  paragraph  Seventh  of  12  UJ3.C. 
24.  (Comptroller’s  letter  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  13, 1972.) 

§  1.357  Yucca  Valley  Community  Center 
Authority. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
(Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibUlty  of  the  $1,350,000  Yucca 
Valley  Ctxnmunity  Center  Authority 
Community  Center  Revenue  Bonds  for 


purchase,  dealing  In,  underwriting  and 
unlimited  holding  by  national  banks  un¬ 
der  paragraph  Seventh  of  12  UB.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Yucca  Valley 
Commu^ty  Center  Authority  Is  a  public 
entity  created  under  the  laws  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  by  an  agreement  between  the 
Yucca  Valley  Park  and  Recreation  Dis¬ 
trict  and  the  County  of  San  Bernardino. 
In  accordance  with  the  agreement  the 
Authority  is  issuing  these  bonds  to  fi¬ 
nance  the  acquisition  and  construction 
of  a  public  library  building  and  related 
facilities  to  be  leased  to  the  County  and 
a  museum  and  community  center  build¬ 
ing  and  related  facilities  to  be  leased 
to  the  District. 

(2)  The  County  and  the  District  have 
each  unconditionally  promised  In  the 
lease  rental  agreements  to  pay  annual 
rentals  to  the  Authority  which  in  the 
aggregate  will  be  sufficient  to  enable  the 
Authority  to  meet  annual  interest  and 
principal  on  these  bonds  as  well  as  other 
necessary  expenses.  ’The  County  and  the 
District  each  of  which  possesses  general 
powers  of  taxation  have  each  thus  com¬ 
mitted  Its  faith  and  credit  In  support  of 
the  bonds. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conduskm  that 
the  $1,350,000  Yucca  Valley  Conmmnlty 
Center  Authority  Community  Center 
Revenue  B(mds  are  general  obligations  of 
a  State  or  a  political  subdivision  thereof 
under  paragraifii  Seventh  of  12  UB.C.  24 
and  are  eligible  for  purchase,  dealing  In, 
underwriting  and  unlimited  holding  by 
national  banks. 

§  1.358  Parking  Antkarity  of  the  County 
of  Sacratcnto. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
CTurrency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  $3,140,000  1972  Park¬ 
ing  Revenue  Bonds  of  the  Parking  Au¬ 
thority  of  the  County  of  Sacramento  for 
purchase,  dealing  in,  underwriting  and 
unlimited  heading  by  national  banks  un¬ 
der  paragraph  Seventh  of  12  UJS.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Parking  Author¬ 
ity  of  the  County  of  Sacramento  Is  a 
pubUc  body  corporate  and  politic  created 
by  the  laws  of  California  but  authorized 
to  fimctlon  only  upon  a  finding  of  need. 
The  County  Board  of  Supervisors  has 
made  the  appropriate  finding  and,  in 
accordance  with  the  law,  has  declared 
itself  to  be  the  Parking  Authority.  Under 
the  law  a  parking  authority  is  authorized 
to  issue  revenue  bonds  to  finance  public 
parking  facilities  and  may  issue  such 
bMids  without  obtaining  the  approval  of 
the  electors  of  the  County  where  the 
bonds  are  Issued  to  finance  a  project 
which  is  to  be  leased  to  the  county  and 
where  the  principal  of  and  Interest  on 
the  bonds  are  to  be  payable  from  rentals 
paid  by  the  county  under  such  lease. 

(2)  ’The  Authority  is  issuing  these 
bonds  to  finance  the  construction  of  a 
three  level  off-street  parking  facility  in 
central  Sacramento  adjacent  to  the 
County  Courthouse  and  the  CTounty  Ad¬ 
ministration  Building.  The  structure  will 
provide  parking  spaces  for  792  vehicles 
and  vehicle  maintenance  space  In  the 
basement  for  county  vehicles. 

(3)  Under  the  lease  rental  agreement, 
the  County  has  unconditionally  prom- 
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Ised  to  pay  annual  rentals  to  the  Author¬ 
ity  In  an  amount  sufflcloit  to  meet 
annual  Interest  and  principal  payments 
on  these  bonds  as  well  as  other  neces¬ 
sary  expenses.  The  County,  which 
possesses  general  powers  of  taxation, 
has  thus  committed  its  faith  and  credit 
In  support  of  the  bonds. 

(c)  Ruling,  It  is  om  conclusion  that  the 
$3,140,000  1972  Parking  Revenue  Bonds 
of  the  Parking  Authority  of  the  Ooimty  of 
Sacramento  are  general  obligations  of  a 
State  or  a  political  subdivision  thereof 
under  paragraph  Seventh  of  12  U.S.C. 
24  and  are  eligible  for  purchase,  dealing 
in,  underwriting  and  unlimited  holding 
by  national  banks.  (Comptroller’s  letter 
dated  October  27,  1972.) 

S  1>359  Ml  Diablo  Hospital  Authority. 

(a)  Reguest.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
(Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  $8,900,000  Mt.  Diablo 
Hospital  Authority  1972  Hospital  Facili¬ 
ties  Revenue  Bonds  for  purchase,  dealing 
in,  underwriting  and  unlimited  holding 
by  national  banks  under  paragraph 
Seventh  of  12  n.S.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Mt.  Diablo  Hos¬ 
pital  Authority  is  a  public  entity  created 
pmrsuant  to  the  laws  of  CTalifomla  by  an 
agreement  between  the  County  of  CTontra 
Costa  and  the  Mt.  Diablo  Hospital  Dis¬ 
trict  to  construct  and  finance  additional 
hospital  facilities  to  be  leased  to  and 
erated  by  the  District.  The  Authority  is 
issuing  these  bonds  for  that  purpose. 

(2)  The  Mt.  Diablo  Hospital  District 
is  a  mimlclpal  corporation  created  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  laws  of  California  to  pro¬ 
vide  hospital  services  vdthin  a  district 
encompassing  approximately  31.5  square 
miles  in  central  Contra  Costa  County  and 
having  a  p(^ulation  in  excess  of  118,000. 
Under  the  law,  the  District  is  managed 
by  elected  directors  stnd  may  be  financed 
by  assessm^t  on  real  and  perstmal  prop¬ 
erty  within  the  district. 

(3)  Under  the  lease  rental  agre^ent 
between  the  District  and  the  Authority, 
the  District  has  unconditionally  prom¬ 
ised  to  pay  annual  rentals  to  the  Au¬ 
thority  in  an  amount  sufficient  to  meet 
annutd  interest  and  principal  payments 
on  the  bonds.  The  District,  which  pos¬ 
sesses  powers  of  general  property  taxa¬ 
tion,  has  thus  committed  its  faith  and 
credit  in  support  of  the  bonds. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  there¬ 
fore,  that  the  $8,900,000  Mt.  Diablo  Hos¬ 
pital  Authority  1972  Hospital  Facilities 
Revenue  Bonds  are  general  obligations 
of  a  State  or  a  political  subdivision 
thereof  under  paragraph  Sevoith  of  12 
U.S.C.  24,  and  accordingly,  are  eligible 
for  purchase,  dealing  in,  underwriting 
and  unlimited  holding  by  national  banks. 
(CJwnptroller’s  letter  dated  November  10, 
1972.) 

§  1.360  Riverside  Civic  Center  Author¬ 
ity,  1972  City  Hall  Revenue  Bonds. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Churency  has  been  asked  to  rule  on  the 
ellglbiUty  of  the  $15,100,000  Riverside 
Civic  Center  Authority.  1972  City  Hall 
Revenue  Bonds  for  purchase,  dealing  in, 
underwriting  and  tmlimited  holding  by 


national  banks  under  paragraph  Seventh 
of  12U.S.C.24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Riverside  Civic 
Cento*  Authority  is  a  public  entity 
created  imder  the  laws  of  California  by 
an  agreement  between  the  City  of  Rivesr 
side  and  the  Coimty  of  Riverside.  Under 
this  agreement,  the  Authority  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  acqiiire  a  site  by  lease  from 
the  City  and  to  construct  thereon  and 
lease  to  the  C^ty  various  City  facilities 
Including  a  city  hall  and  to  issue  bonds 
to  finance  the  project  The  Authority  is 
issuing  these  bonds  to  finance  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  city  hall  cmnplex  con¬ 
sisting  of  three  separate  structures 
including  a  six  story  city  hall,  a  single 
story  Council  chamber,  a  4-level  park¬ 
ing  structure  and  related  facilities. 

(2)  The  City  has  tmcondltionally 
promised  in  the  lease  rental  agreement 
to  pay  anniial  rentals  to  the  Authority  in 
an  amoimt  sufficient  to  enable  the  Au¬ 
thority  to  meet  annual  Interest  and  prin¬ 
cipal  payments  on  these  bonds  as  well 
as  other  necessary  expenses.  The  City 
which  possesses  general  tx>wers  of  taxa¬ 
tion  has  thus  cmiunitted  its  faith  and 
credit  in  support  of  the  bonds. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  that 
the  $15,1C0,000  Riverside  Civic  Center 
Authority  1972  C^ty  Hall  Revenue  Bonds 
are  general  obligations  of  a  State  or  a 
political  subdivision  thereof  under  nara- 
graph  Seventh  of  12  U.S.C.  24  ana  are 
eligible  for  purchase,  dealing  in,  under¬ 
writing  and  unlimil^  holding  by  na¬ 
tional  banks.  ((Comptroller’s  letter  dated 
November  14, 1972.) 

§  1.361  Public  Medical  Facilities  Bonds 
offered  and  guaranteed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Health,  Education  and  Wel¬ 
fare. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  for  purchase,  dealing  in, 
underwriting,  and  unlimited  holding  by 
national  banks  under  paragraph  Seventh 
of  12  U.S.C.  24  of  public  medical  facilities 
bonds  offered  fully  guaranteed  as  to  prin¬ 
cipal  and  Interest  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education  and  Welfare. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  bonds,  offered  in 
blocks  imder  and  represented  by  guar¬ 
anty  contracts  which  include  an  agree¬ 
ment  to  supplement  interest  to  an  agreed 
yield,  will  be  held  for  the  holders  of  the 
guaranty  contracts  by  a  custodian  as 
bailee  and  will  be  payable  to  HETW  which, 
as  collection  agent  for  the  holders,  will 
remit  payments  on  principal  and  inter¬ 
est  on  the  bonds  and  make  payments  of 
the  supplemental  Interest  to  such 
holders. 

(2)  A  1970  amendment  io  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  authorizes  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
to  make  loans  to  public  agencies  for  mod¬ 
ernization  and  construction  of  public 
medical  facilities,  to  sell  and  guarantee 
such  loans,  and  to  pay  to  the  purchaser 
and  any  successor  in  interest  an  Interest 
subsidy  sufficient  to  bring  the  total  yield 
to  the  holder  to  a  reasonable  rate.  ’The 
amendment  also  provides  that  Interest 
received  on  loans  thus  sold  and  guaran¬ 
teed  smd  any  Interest  subsidy  paid  with 


respect  to  such  loans  shall  be  Included 
in  gross  Income  for  the  purposes  of  chap¬ 
ter  One  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

(3)  In  opinions  of  August  9,  1971  and 
November  8,  1972,  addressed  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  ruled  that  the  guarantees  and  the 
interest  subsidy  agreements  authorized 
by  the  1970  amendments  to  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  would  constitute  gen¬ 
eral  obligations  of  the  United  States  se¬ 
cured  by  its  full  faith  and  credit. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  that 
public  medical  facilities  bonds  offered 
and  guaranteed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  are  ob¬ 
ligations  of  the  United  States  and  are 
eligible  for  purchase,  dealing  in,  under¬ 
writing  and  unlimited  holding  by  na¬ 
tional  banks  under  paragraph  Seventh 
of  12  U.S.C.  24.  (Comptroller’s  letter 
dated  November  15, 1972.) 

§  1.362  Creator  Lewisville  Water  Sup¬ 
ply  Corporation  Bonds. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  $4,865,000  Greater 
Lewisville  Water  Supply  Corporation 
Bonds  Series  1972  for  purchase,  dealing 
in,  underwriting  and  unlimited  holding 
by  national  banks  imder  paragraph 
Seventh  of  12  U.S.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  Greater  Lewisville 
Water  Supply  Corporation  was  organized 
as  a  non-profit  water  supply  corporation 
under  the  non-profit  corporation  laws 
of  Texas  and  under  a  provision  of  Texas 
law  which  authorizes  the  formation  of 
such  a  corporation  for  the  purpose  of 
furnishing  a  water  supply  service  to 
cities  and  others.  The  Corporation  is 
authorized  to  issue  bonds  to  finance  the 
acquisition  of  water  projects.  A  city  is 
authorized  by  law  to  enter  into  a  con¬ 
tract  for  the  purchase  of  water  systems 
from  such  a  corporation  and  to  agree  to 
make  periodic  payments  to  the  corpora¬ 
tion  in  amounts  which  together  with 
other  income  of  the  corporation  will  be 
sufficient  to  pay  the  principal  of  and 
interest  on  the  bonds  of  the  corporation. 
The  law  also  authorizes  a  city  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  levying  of  a  tax  to  make  such 
pa3ments. 

(2)  The  City  of  LewlsviUe  which  op¬ 
erates  a  water  distribution  system  has 
acquired  permission  to  use  water  from  a 
reservoir  owned  by  the  Cfity  of  Dallas  and 
needs  facilities  for  the  transportation 
and  treatment  of  such  water  for  use  in 
its  own  system.  The  Corporation  has  en¬ 
tered  into  a  contract  with  the  City  of 
^wisville  under  which  the  Corporation 
^1  finance  and  construct  a  project  con¬ 
sisting  of  Improvements,  enlargements 
and  extensions  of  the  CTlty’s  present  water 
system  Including  Intake  and  pump  sta¬ 
tion  structures  and  equipment,  raw  and 
treated  water  transmission  mains  and 
water  storage  and  treatment  facilities, 
and  will  sell  to  the  City,  and  the  City  will 
purchase  the  project.  The  Corporation 
is  Issuing  these  bonds  to  finance  this 
project. 

(3)  In  the  purchase  contract  the  City 
has  unconditionally  promised  to  make 
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periodic  payments  to  the  Corporation  In 
amounts  which  will  be  sufficient  to  pay 
the  principal  of  and  Interest  on  these 
bonds.  The  contract  also  provides  that 
the  periodic  payments  shall  be  payable 
from  the  revenues  of  the  City’s  water  sys¬ 
tem  and,  in  the  alternative,  from  a  con¬ 
tinuing,  direct  annual  ad  valorem  tax 
on  an  taxable  property  in  the  City  suffi¬ 
cient  to  make  such  payments  in  each 
year.  The  City  has  by  ordinance  provided 
for  ^e  levy  of  sudi  a  tax.  The  City  which 
possesses  general  powers  of  taxation  has 
thus  committed  its  faith  and  credit  In 
support  of  the  bonds. 

(c)  Ruling  It  is  our  conclusion,  there- 
fOTe,  that  the  $4,865,000  Greater  Lewls- 
vlUe  Water  Supply  Corporation  Bonds 
Series  1972  are  general  obligations  of  a 
State  or  a  poUtical  subdivision  thereof 
imder  paragraph  Seventh  of  12  n.S.C. 

24  and,  are  eli^ble  for  purchase,  dealing 
In.  underwriting  and  unlimited  holding 
by  national  banks.  (Comptroller’s  letter 
dated  November  21, 1972.) 

§  1.363  Parking  Authority  of  the  City 

of  Los  Angdes,  Refunding  Bonds. 

(a)  Request.  The  Conmtroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  $26,925,000  1972  Re¬ 
funding  Revenue  Bonds  of  the  Parking 
Authority  of  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  for 
ptirchase,  dealing  in,  underwriting  and 
unlimited  holding  by  national  banks  un¬ 
der  paragraph  Seventh  of  12  nB.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  proceeds  from 
the  sale  of  these  bonds  will  be  used  on 
Atigust  1.  1980,  to  redeem  outstanding 
1970  bonds.  We  concluded  in  our  ruling 
Of  September  15, 1970, 12  CFR  1.270  that 
the  1970  bonds,  supported  by  an  imcon.- 
ditlonal  lease  rental  obligation  of  the 
City  of  Los  Angeles  were  eligible  for  pur¬ 
chase.  dealing  in,  underwriting  and  un¬ 
limited  holding  by  national  banks.  Until 
the  redemption  of  the  1970  bonds  takes 
place,  the  proceeds  will  be  Invested  in  an 
obligation  of  an  agency  of  the  United 
States  guaranteed  by  Government  Na¬ 
tional  Mortgages  Association  which  Is 
expected  to  provide  Income  sufficient  for 
debt  service  requirements. 

(2)  During  this  initial  period,  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  1972  bonds  and  the  obliga¬ 
tion  in  which  they  are  invested  will  be 
the  sole  security  for  the  1972  bonds.  Upon 
retirement  of  the  outstanding  1970  bonds, 
the  1972  bonds  will  be  supported  by  the 
unconditional  lease  rented  obligation 
which  theretofore  had  supported  the  1970 
bonds.  ’The  1972  bonds  will  thm  be  sup¬ 
ported  at  all  times  eitho:  by  an  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States  or  by  a  general 
obligation  of  a  State  or  a  political  sub¬ 
division  thereof. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  oiir  conclusion  that 
the  $26,925,000  1972  Refunding  Bonds  of 
the  Parking  Authority  o'  the  City  of  Los 
Angeles  are  eligible  for  purchase,  deal¬ 
ing  in,  underwriting  and  unlimited  hold¬ 
ing  by  national  banks  tmder  paragraph 
Seventh  of  12  UB.C,  24.  (Comptroller’s 
letter  dated  December  4, 1972.) 

§  1.364  Ccaeral  Serrices  Adminutratioa 
Public  Buildings  Trust. 

(a)  Request.  ’Die  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 


the  eligibility  of  $200,000,000  General 
Services  Administration  Public  Buildings 
’Trust,  Second  Series  F,  (1972)  Participa¬ 
tion  Certificates  for  purchase,  deeding  in. 
underwriting  and  imllmited  holding  by 
national  banks  imder  paragraph  Seventh 
of  12  U.S.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinkm.  We  concluded  in  our  rul¬ 
ing  of  October  13. 1972  (S  1.356) .  that  the 
First  Series.  A.  B.  C.  D,  E  (1872)  of  these 
Participation  Certificates  were  obliga¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States  and  were 
eligible  for  purchase,  dealing  in,  under¬ 
writing  and  unlimited  holding  by  na¬ 
tional  banks. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  follow¬ 
ing  the  principles  applied  in  our  ruling 
of  October  13,  1972  that  the  $200,000,000 
General  Services  Administration  Public 
Buildings  Trust,  Second  Series  F,  (1972) 
Participation  Certificates  are  obligations 
of  the  United  States  and  are  eligible  for 
purchase,  dealing  in.  underwriting  and 
unlimited  holding  by  national  banks  un¬ 
der  paragraph  Seventh  of  12  UB.C.  24. 
(C(Hnptroller’s  letter  dated  December  8. 
1972.) 

§  1365  Desert  Hospital  Antbority. 

(a)  Request.  ’The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  $4,000,000  Desert 
Hospital  Authority  1973  Revenue  Bonds 
for  purchase,  dealing  in,  underwriting 
and  unlimited  holding  by  national  banks 
imder  paragraph  Seventh  of  12  U.S.C. 
24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Desert  Hospital 
AuthoriW  is  a  public  entity  created  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  laws  of  California  by  an 
agreement  between  the  Desert  Hospital 
District  and  the  City  of  Palm  Springs. 
The  Authority  is  authorized  to  finance 
the  acquisition  of  a  site  for  and  the  con¬ 
struction  of  and  to  construct  additional 
hospital  facilities  to  be  leased  to  and 
operated  by  the  District.  The  Authority 
is  issuing  these  bonds  to  finance  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  the  20  acre  El  Mirador  Hotel 
property  for  use  as  a  hospital  facility. 
Initially  the  property  will  be  used  to 
house  hospital  administrative  offices  and 
for  hospital  employee  housing. 

(2)  The  Desert  Hospital  District  is  a 
municipal  corporation  created  pursuant 
to  the  laws  of  California  to  pro^de  hos¬ 
pital  services  within  a  district  which  in¬ 
cludes  the  CTlty  of  Palm  Springs  and  a 
part  of  Riverside  County.  Under  the  law, 
the  District  is  managed  by  elected  direc¬ 
tors  and  may  be  financed  by  assessment 
on  real  and  personal  property  within  the 
district. 

(3)  Under  the  lease  rental  agreement 
between  the  District  and  the  Authority, 
the  District  has  unconditionally  promised 
to  pay  annual  rentals  to  the  Authority 
in  an  amount  sufficient  to  meet  annual 
interest  and  principal  pasnnents  on  the 
bonds.  The  District,  which  possesses 
powers  of  general  property  taxation,  has 
thus  committed  its  faith  and  credit  In 
support  of  the  bonds. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  there¬ 
fore.  that  the  $4,000,000  Desert  Hospital 
Au^ority,  1973  Revenue  Bonds  are  gen¬ 
eral  obligations  of  a  State  or  a  political 
sifixllvlskxi  thereof  under  paragraph 
Seventh  of  12  UB.C.  24,  and  are  eligible 


for  purchase,  dealing  in.  underwriting 
and  unlimited  bolding  by  national  banks. 
(Comptroller’s  letter  dated  February  14, 
1973.) 

§  1.366  General  Sovices  Adminjbtratiim 
Pnblic  Buildingi  Tmst. 

(a)  Request.  'Die  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  Public  Buildings  Trust, 
TThird  Series  G  (1973)  Particlpatiim  Cer¬ 
tificates  for  purchase,  dealing  in,  under¬ 
writing  smd  unlimit^  holding  by  na¬ 
tional  banks  under  paragr^h  Seventh 
of  12  U.a.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  We  concluded  In  our  rul¬ 
ings  of  October  13  and  Decembo:  8.  1972 
(§S  1.356  and  1.364),  that  the  First  and 
Second  Series.  A.  B.  C.  D.  E  and  F  (1972) 
of  these  Participation  Certificates  were 
obligations  of  the  United  States  and  were 
eligible  for  purchase,  dealing  in,  under¬ 
writing  and  unlimited  holding  by  na¬ 
tional  banks. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  follow¬ 
ing  the  principles  applied  in  these  earlier 
rulings  that  the  General  Services  Admin¬ 
istration  Public  Buildings  ’Trust,  Third 
Series  G,  (1973)  Participation  Certifi¬ 
cates  are  obligations  of  the  United  States 
and  are  eligible  for  purchase,  dealing  in, 
underwriting  and  unlimited  holding  by 
national  banks  under  paragraph  Seventh 
of  12  UB.C.  24.  (Comptroller^  letter 
dated  March  6,  1973.) 

§  1.367  Riverside  Civic  Center  Author* 
ky  County  Hall  of  Records  Addition 
Reve— e  Bonds. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  $9,990,000  Riverside 
Civic  Center  Authority  1973  County  Hall 
of  Records  Addition  Revenue  Bonds  for 
purchase,  dealing  in,  underwriting  and 
unlimited  holding  by  national  banks  un¬ 
der  paragraph  Seventh  of  12  UB.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Riverside  Civic 
Center  Authority  is  a  public  entity 
created  under  the  laws  of  California  by 
an  agreement  between  the  City  of  River¬ 
side  and  the  County  of  Riverside.  Under 
this  agreement,  the  Authority  is  author¬ 
ized  to  acquire  a  site  by  lease  frixn  the 
County  and  to  construct  thereon  and 
lease  to  the  County  various  facilities  in¬ 
cluding  an  addition  to  the  eidstlng 
County  Hall  of  Records  and  to  issue 
bonds  to  finance  the  project.  The  Author¬ 
ity  is  issuing  these  bon^  to  finance  the 
construction  of  an  additional  ten  floors 
to  the  existing  three  story  County  Hall  of 
Records. 

(2)  The  County  has  unconditionally 
promised  in  the  lease  rental  agreement 
to  pay  annual  rentals  to  the  Authority  in 
an  amount  sufficient  to  enable  the  Au¬ 
thority  to  meet  annual  interest  and  prin¬ 
cipal  pasmients  on  these  bonds  as  well 
as  other  necessary  expenses.  The  County 
which  possesses  general  powers  of  taxa- 
ti<m  has  thus  commented  its  faith  and 
credit  in  support  of  the  bonds. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  that 
the  $9,990,000  Riverside  Civic  Center  Au¬ 
thority  1973  County  Hall  of  Records  Ad¬ 
dition  Revenue  Bonds  are  general  obR- 
gationa  of  a  State  or  a  political  subdlvl- 


FEDHAL  REGISTEB,  VOL  39.  NO.  233— TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  3,  1974 


8lon  thereof  under  paragraph  Seventh  of 
12  U.S.C.  24  and  are  eligible  for  purchase, 
dealing  in,  underwriting  and  unlimited 
holding  by  national  banks.  (Comptroller’s 
letter  dated  March  9,  1973.) 

§  1.368  Santa  Clara  County  Public  Fa> 

eilitiea  Corporation,  Lease  Rental 

Bonds. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  $23,500,000  Santa 
Clara  County  Public  Facilities  Corpora¬ 
tion.  Series  C.  Lease  Rented  Revenue 
Bonds  for  purchase,  dealing  in,  under¬ 
writing  and  unlimited  holding  by  na¬ 
tional  banks  under  paragraph  Seventh 
of  12  U.S.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Santa  CHqra 
Coimty  Public  Facilities  Corporation,  a 
California  non-profit  corporation,  was 
organized  to  finance  the  acquisition,  con¬ 
struction  and  improvement  of  public 
buildings  and  facilities  for  the  County  of 
Santa  Cfiara  by  leasing  certain  property 
from  the  County  and  leasing  the  im¬ 
proved  property  back  to  the  County.  The 
Corporation  is  issuing  these  bonds  to  fi¬ 
nance  the  construction  of  a  civic  center 
County  office  building  of  thirteen  floors 
which  will  provide  chambers  for  the 
board  of  supervision,  administrative  of¬ 
fices  and  public  facilities. 

(2)  The  County  has  unconditionally 
promised  in  the  lease  rental  agreement 
to  pay  annual  lease  rentals  to  the  Cor¬ 
poration  in  an  amount  sufficient  to  meet 
annual  interest  and  principal  pa3nnent8 
on  these  bonds,  as  well  as  other  necessary 
expenses.  The  County,  which  possesses 
general  powers  of  taxation,  has  thus 
committed  its  faith  and  credit  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  bonds. 

(c)  RvUng.  It  is  our  conclusion  that 
the  $23,500,000  Santa  Clara  County  Pub¬ 
lic  Facilities  Corporation,  Series  C,  Lease 
Rental  Revenue  Bonds  are  general  obli¬ 
gations  (rf  a  State  or  a  political  subdivi¬ 
sion  thereof  imder  paragraph  Seventh 
of  12  n.S.C.  24  and  are  eligible  for  pur¬ 
chase,  dealing  in.  underwriting  and  im- 
llmlted  holding  by  national  banks. 
(ComptroUer’s  letter  dated  March  9, 
1973.) 

§  1.369  Gty  of  Woodland  Public  Im¬ 
provements  Corporation. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  $950,000  City  of 
Woodland  Public  Improvements  Corpo¬ 
ration  Bonds  for  purchase,  dealing  in. 
underwriting  and  unlimited  holding  by 
national  banks  under  paragraph  Seventh 
of  12  n.S.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  City  of  Wood¬ 
land  Public  Improvements  Corporation, 
a  California  non-profit  corporation,  was 
organized  to  finance  the  acquisition  and 
construction  of  certain  public  improve¬ 
ments  within  the  City  by  leasing  certain 
property  from  the  City  and  leasing  the 
Improved  property  back  to  the  City.  The 
Corporation  is  lining  these  bonds  to 
finance  the  construction  of  a  community 
swimming  pool  and  a  police  admlnlstra- 
tkm  building. 

(2)  The  City  has  unconditionally 
pnxnlsed  in  the  lease  rental  agreement 
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to  pay  annual  lease  rentals  to  the  Cor¬ 
poration  in  an  amount  sufficient  to  meet 
annual  interest  and  principal  pasrments 
on  these  bonds,  as  well  as  other  neces¬ 
sary  expenses.  The  City,  which  possesses 
general  powers  (rf  taxation,  has  thus 
committed  its  faith  and  credit  in  support 
of  the  bonds. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  that 
the  $950,000  City  of  Woodland  Publiq 
Improvements  Corporation  Bonds  are 
general  obligations  of  a  State  or  a  polit¬ 
ical  subdivision  thereof  imder  paragraph 
Seventh  of  12  U.S.C.  24  and  are  eligible 
for  purchase,  dealing  in,  underwriting 
and  unlimited  holding  by  national  banks. 
(Comptroller’s  letter  dated  March  20, 
1973.) 

§  1.370  Los  Angeles  County  Health  Fa¬ 
cilities  Authority,  Los  Angeles 
County  U.S.C.  Medical  Center  Health 
-  Facilities  Revenue  Bonds. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  $6,115,000  Los 
Angeles  County  Health  Facilities  Author¬ 
ity,  Los  Angeles  County  U.S.C.  Medical 
Center  1973  Health  Facilities  Revenue 
Bonds  [Phase  I]  for  purchase,  dealing 
in.  imderwritlng  and  unlimited  holding 
by  national  banks  under  paragraph 
Seventh  of  12  U.S.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Los  Angeles 
County  Health  Facilities  Authority  is  a 
public  entity  created  under  the  laws  of 
California  by  an  agreement  between  the 
City  of  Los  Angeles  and  the  County  of 
Los  Angeles  to  provide  for  the  acquM- 
tlon,  construction,  ranodeling,  repjace- 
ment,  equipment  and  leasing  of  health 
care  facilities  withm  the  County.  The 
Auttiority  is  tssumg  the^e  bonds  to 
finance  the  construction  of  new  and  re¬ 
placement  facilities  at  the  Los  Angeles 
County — ^University  of  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia  Medical  Center.  The  Center  is  now 
owned  by  the  County  and  the  Authority 
will  lease  portions  of  it  from  the  Coimty 
and  will  lease  the  Improved  property 
back  to  the  County. 

(2)  The  County  has  unconditionally 
promised  in  the  lease  rental  agreement 
to  pay  annual  rentals  to  the  Authority  in 
an  amount  sufficient  to  meet  annual 
principal  and  interest  payments  on  the 
bonds,  as  well  as  other  necessary  ex¬ 
penses.  The  County,  which  possesses 
general  powers  of  taxation,  has  thus 
committed  its  faith  and  credit  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  bonds. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  that 
the  $6,115,000  Los  Angeles  Coimty 
Health  Facilities  Authority.  Los  Angeles 
County  U.S.C.  Medical  Center  1973 
Health  Facilities  Revenue  Bonds  [Phase 
I]  are  general  obligations  of  a  State  or 
a  political  subdivision  thereof  under 
paragraph  Seventh  of  12  U.S.C.  24  and 
are  eligible  for  purchase,  dealing  in,  un¬ 
derwriting  and  unlimited  holding  by  na¬ 
tional  banks.  (Comptroller’s  letter  dated 
March  21. 1973.) 

§  1.371  Placentia  Civic  Center  Author¬ 
ity. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  the  Placentia  Civic  Cen- 
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ter  Authority  $2,495,000  Series  A  and 
$100,000  Series  B  Revenue  Bonds  for 
purchase,  dealing  in.  underwriting  and 
unlimited  holding  ^  national  banks 
under  paragraph  Seventh  of  12  UJ3.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Placentia  Civic 
Center  Authority  is  a  public  entity 
created  under  the  laws  of  California  by 
an  agreement  between  the  City  of  Pla¬ 
centia  and  the  Placentia  library  Dis¬ 
trict.  Under  this  agreement,  the  Author¬ 
ity  is  authorized  to  acquire,  construct 
and  lease  public  buildings,  and  to  issue 
revenue  bonds  to  acquire  sites  and  fi¬ 
nance  such  projects.  The  Authority  is 
issuing  these  bonds  to  finance  the  acqui¬ 
sition  and  improvement  of  a  site  for 
and  the  construction  of  (1)  a  building 
to  house  city  offices,  a  council  chamber 
and  police  facilities  which  will  be  leased 
to  the  Cfity  (Series  A  Bonds) ;  and  (2)  a 
library  building  which  will  be  leased  to 
the  District  (Series  B  Bonds). 

(2)  The  City  with  respect  to  the  Series 
A  Bonds,  and  the  District,  with  respect 
to  the  Series  B  Bonds,  have  ecM^  uncon¬ 
ditionally  promised  in  separate  lease 
rental  agreements  to  pay  annual  rentals 
to  the  Authority  in  amounts  sufficient 
to  meet  annual  interest  and  principal 
payments  on  the  bonds,  as  well  as  other 
necessary  expenses.  The  City,  and  the 
District,  each  of  which  possesses  general 
powers  of  taxation,  have  thus  each  com¬ 
mitted  its  faith  and  credit  in  support  of 
the  bonds  for  its  own  project. 

(c)  Ruling.  It  is  our  conclusion  that 
the  Placentia  Civic  Center  Authority 
$2,495,000  Series  A  and  $100,000  Series 
B  Revenue  Bonds  are  general  obliga¬ 
tions  of  a  State  or  a  political  subdivisiem 
thereof  under  paragraph  Seventh  of  12 
U.S.C.  24  and  are  eligible  for  purchase, 
dealing  in,  underwriting  and  imllmitMl 
holding  by  national  banks.  (Comptrol¬ 
ler’s  letter  dated  March  27, 1973.) 

§  1.372  Alaska  State  Housing  Authority. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eliidbility  of  the  $7,250,000  State 
Lease  Revenue  Bonds,  1973  Project  of  the 
Alaska  State  Housing  Authority  for  pur¬ 
chase,  dealing  in.  underwriting  and  un¬ 
limited  holding  by  national  banks  under 
paragraph  Seventh  of  12  U.S.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  The  Alaska  State 
Housing  Authority  is  a  public  corporate 
authority  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Alaska.  The  Authority  is  authorized  to 
provide  for  the  acquisition,  construc¬ 
tion  and  financing  of  public  building 
projects  for  lease  to  the  State.  The  Au¬ 
thority  is  issuing  its  general  obligation 
bonds  to  finance  the  construction  of 
regional  office  buildings  in  Fairbanks 
and  Kodiak  and  an  addition  to  the  Pio¬ 
neers  Home  in  Palmer. 

(2)  The  State  of  Alaska  which  pos¬ 
sesses  general  powers  of  taxation  has 
promised  in  the  lease  rental  agreement 
to  pay  the  Authority,  for  the  right  to  use 
and  occupy  the  projects,  annual  rentals 
in  amounts  sufficient  to  enable  the  Au¬ 
thority  to  make  the  annual  principal  and 
Interest  payments  on  these  bonds  and 
the  Authority  has  pledged  these  rentals 
to  secure  such  payments.  The  bonds  of 
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ttae  Authority  are  thus  supported  by  the 
faith  and  credit  of  the  State. 

(c)  RuXhtg.  It  l8  our  conclusion  that 
the  $7.3S0.(X)0  State  Lease  Revenue 
Bonds,  *973  Project  of  the  Alaska  State 
Housiiu;  Autbortty,  are  general  obttga- 
tions  of  a  State  or  a  p(dltlcal  subdtvlskxi 
thoeof  under  paragn4>h  Seventh  of  12 
UB-C.  24  and  are  eUgUte  for  purchase, 
dealing  In,  undermrtting  and  unlimited 
holding  by  national  banks.  (Oomptrcdler^ 
totter  dated  AprU  30.  1973.) 

6  1B73  Student  Loan  Marketing  Asso> 
datkm. 

(a)  Request.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  has  been  requested  to  rule  on 
the  eligibility  of  common  stock  of  Stu¬ 
dent  Loan  llaiketing  Assoctotloin  for 
purchase,  underwriting  and  unlimited 
holding  by  natkmal  banks  uiuter  pctra- 
grapb  Seventh  of  12  UB.C.  24. 

(b)  Opinion.  (1)  Student  Loan  Mar¬ 
keting  Association  is  a  body  corporate 
created  by  an  act  entitled  Educational 
Amendments  of  1972  as  a  Oovemmoit- 
sponsored  private  corporation  to  be  fi¬ 
nanced  by  private  capital  and  to  serve  as 
a  secondary  market  and  warehouse  facil¬ 
ity  of  student  loans  insured  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education  or  by  a  state  or 
a  non-profit  private  institutioa  wl^ 
which  the  Commissioner  has  an  agree¬ 
ment.  The  common  stock  of  the  Associa¬ 
tion  may  be  issued  only  to  lenders  and 
educational  Institutions  meeting  speci¬ 
fied  qualifications.  Many  national  banks 
meet  the  spedfled  qualifications. 

(2)  Eduutional  Amendments  of  1972 
also  amended  paragraph  Seventh  of  12 
UB.C.  24  to  provide  that  the  limitations 
and  restrlcttois  Imposed  by  paragraph 
Seventh  upon  national  banks  as  to  deal¬ 
ing  In  and  underwriting  securities  are 
not  appUcahle  to  the  “obligations  or 
other  instnunents  or  securities  of  the 
Student  Loan  Marketing  Association**. 

(c)  Ruiing.  It  is  our  comduslon  that 
the  common  stock  of  Student  Loan  Mar¬ 
keting  Association  would  be  an  Instru¬ 
ment  or  security  of  the  Student  Loan 
Marketing  Association  and  that  the  com- 
aaon  stock  of  Student  Loan  Marketing 
Association  is  eligible  for  purchase,  un¬ 
derwriting  and  unlimited  holding  by  na¬ 
tional  banks  under  paragraph  Seventh  of 
12  UB.C.  24.  (Comptroller’s  letter  dated 
May  18,  1973.) 

Dated:  November  26, 1974. 

Jambs  E.  Smith. 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 
[FB  Doc.74-28114  FUeU  18-3-74;8:48  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

fAlrspaoe  Docket  No.  74-01i-47] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Redesignation  of  Federal  Airways 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
71  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  Is 
to  renumber  certain  airways  between 


Mflwai&ee.  Wls..  and  Homhhm.  lOcfa. 

Several  mtaonderstandings  have  oe- 
eurred  as  the  result  of  ttie  present  num¬ 
bering  of  certain  airways  betsreen  MU- 
waukee  and  Houghton.  Thetefore,  action 
la  taken  herein  to  eliminate  such 

mtennriergtftnrfingK 

Because  this  action  merdy  remimben 
airways  without  altering  any  route  struc¬ 
ture  or  designated  airspace,  it  is  a  minor 
matter  on  which  the  public  woedd  have 
no  particular  desire  to  comment.  There- 
f (He,  notice  and  pubhe  procedure  thereon 
are  unnecessary,  and  this  amendment 
could  be  made  effective  upon  puMleation 
in  the  PaoBaAi.  RicisTEa.  However,  in  or- 
dm:  to  provide  sufficient  time  for  changes 
to  be  depicted  on  appropriate  ctuute,  this 
amendment  will  be  made  effective  Janu¬ 
ary  30, 1975. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  Is 
amended,  effective  0901  Om.t..  Janu¬ 
ary  30.  1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.123  (39  FR  307,  0056,  38  PR 
33393)  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  V-9  an  after  “Houghton.  Mich.;** 

Is  deleted  and  “including  an  E  altemate 
via  Marquette.  Mich.’*  Is  substituted 
therefor. 

b.  in  V-83  “Milwaukee,  Wb."  is  deleted 
and  “Milwaukee,  Wb.;  Oshkosh.  YHs.; 
Stevens  Point,  Wls.;  Wausau.  Wls.; 
Rhlttdander,  Wb.,  to  Houghton,  Mteh.“ 
b  substituted  therefor. 

c.  In  V-191  an  after  “Mllwat(kee;“  b 
drieted  and  “Oshkosh.  Wb.;  Rhine¬ 
lander,  Wb.;  Ironwood,  Mich.;  Inchufing 
an  east  altemate;  to  Duhith.  Mfam."  b 
substituted  therefor. 

(See.  S07(a).  Ptoaral  Avlatkm  Act  of  1068 
(40  njS.O.  lS48(a)):  BSC.  6(e),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (O  UB.C.  1866(o))) 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  <m  Novem¬ 
ber  26. 1974. 

CBARUS  EL  NaWPOL, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Trai^  Rules  Division. 
[Kt  Doe.74-98188  PUeU  12-S-74;  8 :46  am] 

TMa  1€ — Commercial  Practices 

CHitfTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

lIMket  0-2847] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Nevada  Meats,  Inc.  and  Edgar  S.  Staqr 

Subpart — ^Advertising  falsdy  or  mb- 
teadlngly:  1 13.i0  Advertising  falsely  or 
mislaadingly;  i  13.135  Nature  of  product 
or  service:  §  13.155  Prices:  13.155-10 
Bab;  13.155-15  Comparative;  13.155-75 
Product  or  quantity  covoed;  9 13.160 
Promotional  sales  plans:  9  13.180  Quan¬ 
tity:  9  13.205  Scientific  or  other  relevant 
facts.  Bubpart — ^Misrepresenting  oneself 
and  goods — Goods;  9  13.1685  Nature; 
9  13.1720  Quantity:  913.1740  Scientific  or 
other  relevant  facts. — ^Prices:  9  13.1779 
Bait. — ^Promotional  sales  plans:  9  13.1830 
Promotional  sales  plans. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  UB.O.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  6,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
UB-C.  45.  62)  joease  and  desist  order,  Ne¬ 
vada  Iteats,  Ine.,  et  al.,  Laa  Vegas,  Nev., 
Docket  C-2647,  Sept.  90,  1974] 


/B  ffie  Matter  of  Nevada  Meats,  Ine.,  a 

Corporation,  and  Edgar  S.  Stacy,  In- 

dMdstally  and  as  an  Ojfioer  of  Said 

Corporation 

Cemsent  order  requiring  a  Las  Vegas. 
Nev..  sdtor  ol  bulk  fraeaer  meats,  among 
other  things  to  cease  using  bait  adver¬ 
tisements.  Further,  when  making  pricing 
or  savings  claims,  the  firm  must  clearly 
disclose  the  reasonably  anticipated  n^ 
price  pm:  pound  and  net  weight  aftm* 
trimming  and  cutting  lones  of  each  re¬ 
tail  cut  of  meat  and  of  all  waste  produced 
In  obtaining  retail  cuts  Ircun  tiie 
or  uncut  meats.  _ 

The  order  to  cease  and  desbt.  Includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  b  as  follows:  * 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Nevada 
Meats  Inc.,  a  corporation.  Its  successors 
and  assigns,  and  its  ofliem,  s«d  Ikigar 
B.  Stacy,  individually  and  as  an  offiemr. 
resq^ondmits’  agents,  rmiresentatives 
employees  directly  or  through  any  cor- 
pcHation,  subsidiary,  divlskm  or  other 
device.  In  connection  with  the  offering 
for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  meat  nnd 
other  fo(xl  products  do  forthwtth  cease 
and  desist  from  or  caus¬ 

ing  the  dissemination,  by  »««»»»«  of 
United  States  maUs  or  by  any  niiMmu 
in  commerce,  as  "conuneroe”  b  defined 
in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  of 
any  advertisement  which  directly  or  by 
hni^oation: 

1.  Mbrmmsents  that  reBpondents* 
prices  tat  retail  cuts  and  types  of  meat 
obtained  from  carcass  or  uncut  meats  are 
substantially  less  than  the.prices  ad¬ 
vertised  by  other  retailers  in  the  trade 
area  for  meat  of  similar  grade  and 
quality. 

2.  Rmuresents  the  price  of  any  meat 
product  offered  to  the  pubDe  or  repre¬ 
sents  in  any  manner  that  a  aavtogs  will 
be  realized,  without  canteotooraneouBly. 
dearly  and  omuplcuously  disclosing:  the 
reasonably  anticipated  net  price 
pound  and  net  wdght  after  cutting  and 
trimming  losses  of  each  retell  cut  and 
type  of  meat  and  of  an  waste  iHoduced  In 
obtaining  said  r^all  cots  and  types  ttom 
their  carcass  or  uncut  state.  Bach  of  said 
disclosures  shall  be  In  equally  promlneut 
type,  stee,  style  and  tocation. 

Provided,  however.  That  the  aforesaid 
dbclosures  shall  not  be  required  as  to 
“waste”  where  the  price  of  respondents* 
meats  b  not  based  upon  carcass,  uncut 
or  hanging  wei^ts. 

8.  Represents  that  any  product  b  of¬ 
fered  for  sale,  wfaoi  the  poipoee  of  such 
representation  b  not  to  sell  the  offered 
product,  but  to  obtain  proqtects  for  the 
sale  at  other  products  at  higher  prices. 

4.  Rmxesente  that  any  product  b  ot¬ 
tered  tor  sale  when  such  an  <^er  b  not  a 
bona  fide  offer  to  sdl  such  product. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respond¬ 
ents  deliver  a  copy  of  thb  order  to  cease 
and  desist  to  all  persons  now  migaged.  or 
who  become  engaged,  in  the  sale  meafi 
or  other  food  products  as  reqxmdmts* 
agients,  salesmen,  represmitatives  or  em¬ 
ployees,  and  to  secure  from  eadh  of  said 


*OapiM  at  the  oomplalnt,  decMcm  and 
order  lllwl  with  tha  original  docannanL 
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persons  a  signed  statement  acknowledg-  Since  the  promulgation  of  §2.76  the  Regulations,  18  CPR  2,75  (o),  to  **be 
ing  receipt  of  a  copy  thereof .  Commission  established  a  uniform  na-  madeatratesnohigherthantheprevail- 

/f  is /urtfccr  ordered.  That  respondents  tionwlde  rate  applicable  to  (1)  Jurisdic-  ing  area  ceiling  rate”  for  the  first  six 
notify  the  Commission  at  least  thirty  tlonal  sales  made  from  wells  commenced  months  “unless  the  Commission  has 
(30)  days  prior  to  any  proposed  change  on  or  after  January  1,  1973;  (2)  sales  made  its  final  orders  on  the  appUca- 
In  the  corporate  respondent  such  as  initiated  <»  or  after  January  1,  1973,  for  tion  at  an  earlier  date.”  If  the  Commls- 
dissolutlon,  assignment  or  sale  resulting  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com-  sion  has  not  issued  its  final  decision 
in  the  emergence  of  a  successor  corporar-  merce  where  such  gas  has  not  previously  on  the  application  at  the  and  of  the  first 
tion,  the  creation  or  dissolution  of  sub-  been  sold  in  interstate  commerce  except  six  month  period,  “the  seller  upon  the 
KirtiarOw:  or  any  other  change  in  the  cor-  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  18  CFR  2.68,  filing  of  a  notice  of  change  in  rate  pursu- 
poration  which  may  affect  comi^nceob-  2.70,  157.22  m  157.29;  and  (3)  Jurisdic-  ant  to  §  154.94  of  this  chapter  of  the 
ugftMnng  arising  out  of  this  order.  tlonal  sales  made  pursuant  to  contracts  Commission’s  Regulations  (18  CFR 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Individ-  executed  on  or  alter  January  1,  1973,  154.94)  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  wlth- 
ual  respondent  named  herein  promptly  vdiere  the  sales  were  formerly  made  pur-  out  refund  obligation  and  the  pitrchaser 
notify  the  Commission  of  the  discontinu-  suant  to  permanent  certificates  of  un-  shall  be  entitled  to  pay,  the  rates  spec- 
ance  of  Ids  present  business  or  employ-  limited  duration  under  contracts  which  Ified  in  the  contract,  and  such  contract 
ment  and  of  his  gffln«^t.<nn  with  a  new  expired  by  their  own  terms.’  It  is  appar-  rates  shall  continue  as  the  effective  rates 
business  or  employment.  Such  notice  ent  that  any  sales  of  natural  gas  Initl-  imtil  the  Commission  enters  its  final 
shall  Include  respondent’s  current  busl-  ated  after  January  1, 1973,  and  still  with-  order  on  the  certificate  application.” 
ness  address  a  statement  as  to  the  in  the  initial  delivery,  or  to  be  com-  §  2.75 (o), supra. 

nature  of  the  business  or  employment  in  menced  after  the  effective  date  of  the  When  we  promulgated  |2.75(o), 
which  he  is  engaged  as  well  as  a  descrip-  amendments  proposed  herein,  will  under  supra,  which  allowed  a  seller  in  optional 
tlOTi  of  his  duties  and  responsibilities.  (2)  above,  be  entitled  to  the  nationwide  procedure  cases  to  collect  its  contract 
It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  the  re-  ceiling  rate,  if  such  gas  had  not  previ-  rate  without  refund  obligation  six 
spondents  within  sixty  (60)  ously  been  sold  in  interstate  commerce,  months  after  ttie  commencement  of 

days  after  service  upon  them  of  Accordingly,  the  phrase  “no  higher  than  deliveries  and  until  the  Commission 

order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  r^xnrt,  the  prevailing  area  ceiling  rate”  in  §  2.75  enters  its  final  order  on  their  certificate 
in  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the  (o) ,  supra,  will  be  amended  to  read  “no  appllcati<ms,  we  did  so  in  the  belief  that 

mi^nnAr  aAij  form  in  whlch  they  have  higher  than  the  prevailing  nationwide  virtually  all  optional  procedmes  cases 

complied  with  order.  ceilng  rate.”  Similiarly,  the  phrase  “shall  would,  in  fact,  be  decided  by  deliveries. 

^  j  j  constitute  the  establishment  of  an  Subsequent  experience  has  shown,  how- 

Decdsum  and  order  ^uM  by  the  Com-  rate"  in  §  2.75(d),  18  CPR  2.75(d)  ever,  that  optional  procedure  applica- 

mlsslon  September  20,  1974.  jg  amended  to  read  “shall  not  constitute  tions  have  not  in  every  case  been  fully 

(Thables  a.  Tobih,  the  establishment  of  an  area  or  nation-  processed  by  the  Commission  within  that 

Secretarg.  wide  rate.”  time  period.  Accordingly,  we  believe  it  is 

fwtt  nn,.  Tiu«d  10-0-74  R -45  uni  Eight  of  4,649  parties  who  were  served  in  the  public  Interest  to  amend  §  2.75(o) , 

’  •  •  I  chose  to  respond  to  the  Notice  of  Pro-  supra,  to  provide  that  a  seller  in  optional 

“I — —  77  ....  posed  Rulemaking  Issued  August  8,  1974,  procedure  cases  may  begin  collecting  the 

Title  18 — Conseivation  of  Power  and  Water  Docket  No.  Rr-441.  Of  the  eight  re-  contract  rate  for  which  it  initially  filed 

spondents,  seven  objected  to  the  pro-  nine  mmiths  after  commencement  of 
CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  POWER  posed  extension,  and  one.  the  Public  deliveries  if  the  Commission  has  not  yet 
COMMISSION  Service  Commission  of  the  State  of  New  entered  a  final  order  on  its  certificate 

[Docket  No  R-441*  ordM-  No  455-Bi  York,  supported  the  proposal  to  extend  appUcatlcHi. 

the  time  period  prescribed  by  §  2.75(o)  The  Notice  <rf  Proposed  Rulemaking 
PART  2— -^NEI^L  POLI^  AND  from  six  to  nine  months.  Upon  the  ex-  was  mailed  to  over  4,400  Independent 
INTERPRETATIONS  piration  of  this  time  period,  producers  producers,  176  pipelines.  55  state  com- 

Optional  Procedure  for  Certificating  New  applying  imder  §  2.75,  the  Optional  Pro-  missions,  and  18  Federal  agencies,  of 
Producer  Sales  of  Natural  Gas  cedure  For  Certificating  New  Producer  vdilch  8  filed  comments  with  the  Com- 

1074  SbIcs  Of  Natural  Gas,  are  entitled  to  col-  missicm.  The  Commission  finds  that  the 
xMovEM  ER  contrsct  rate  specified  in  the  issues  raised  in  the  comments,  opposing 

On  August  8,  1974,  the  Commission  certificate  application  if  the  (Commission  the  extension  of  the  time  period,  do  not 
Issued  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  has  not  reached  a  final  determination  outweigh  the  public  interest  nor  slg- 
in  Docket  No.  R-441,  in  which  it  pro-  upon  the  merits.  nlficantly  abridge  the  rights  of  the  com¬ 

posed  to  amend  §§  2.75(d)  and  2.75(o)  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  mentlng  parties.  The  public  interest  re¬ 
in  Part  2,  General  Policy  and  Interpse-  state  oi  New  York  noted  that  the  pro-  quires  a  disposition  of  the  certificate 
tatlons.  Subchapter  A,  Chapter  I,  ’Title  prosed  extension  would  not  substanUally  applications  under  the  optlcxial  proce- 
18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  affect  producers  since  the  national  rate  dure  for  certificating  new  producer  sales 
Optional  Procedure  For  Certificating  provides  a  seventy-five  to  one-himdred  of  natural  gas,  prior  to  the  effectuation 
New  Producer  Sales  Of  Natural  Gas.’  percent  increase  over  the  previous  proce-  of  a  non-refundable  (xmtract  rate.  Ac- 
The  August  8, 1974,  notice  set  Septem-  dure  which  provides  that  during  the  cordlngly,  the  Commission  finds  that  the 
ber  23, 1974,  as  the  deadline  for  all  inter-  pendency  of  decision-making  the  celling  extension  of  the  time  period  from  six  to 
ested  parties  to  submit  written  rate  would  be  the  applicable  area  rate  nine  months  is  Justly  warranted  and 
comments  concerning  the  proposed  celling  in  a  §  2.75  proceeding.  compelled  by  the  public  interest, 

amendments.  Comments  were  filed  by  Under  §2.75(n)  of  the  Commission’s  The  CJommisslwi  finds;  (1)  The  notice 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Regulations.  18  CFR  2.75 (n),  an  appli-  and  opportunity  to  participate  in  this 
State  of  New  York,  Cities  Service  Gas  cant  who  has  submitted  a  sales  contract  rulemaking  are  consistent  and  in  ac¬ 
company.  Columbia  Gas  Develc^ment  to  the  Commission  for  approval  under  cordance  with  the  procedural  require- 
Corporation,  Ccxitlnental  Oil  Cwnpany,  the  Optional  Procedure  For  Certiflcat-  ments  prescribed  by  5  U.S.C.  553. 

Lone  Star  Producing  Company,  Pan-  ing  New  Producer  Sales  Of  Natural  Gas,  (2)  Good  cause  exists  that  the  amend- 
handle  Eastern  Pipeline  Cwnpany,  18  CFR  2.75,  may,  imder  certain  specified  ments  herein  adopted  become  effective 
'Trunkline  Gas  Company:  and  Independ-  conditions,  commence  deliveries  pursu-  xipon  issuance  of  this  order.  These 
«it  Natural  Gas  Association  of  America,  ant  to  the  provisions  of  such  contract  amendments  apply  to  all  applications 
In  principle,  the  comments  that  were  pending  review  of  the  contract  by  the  made  pursuant  to  §  2.75,  the  Optional 
filed  approved  the  proposed  rule  change  Cwnmisslon.  If  deliveries  are  so  (x>m-  Procedm^  For  Certificating  New  Pro- 
that  would  allow  the  coUection  of  the  nienced,  they  are,  under  §  2.75  (o)  of  the  ducer  Sales  Of  Natural  Gas,  filed  sub- 

Opinlon  No.  699  nationwide  rate  in  lieu  -  sequent  to  the  date  of  issuance  of  this 

of  the  area  rate.  t  opimon  No.  699,  Docket  No.  to-  order. 

-  sued  June  81,  1974;  es  amended  by  pinion  (3)  That  after  careful  and  thorough 

'  18  ciFB  2.78.  (1974)  No.  699-A,  israed  August  3,  1974.  coQsideraUon  of  all  the  issues  fairly 


FEDQbVL  REOISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  233 — ^TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  3,  1974 


41&40 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


raised  by  this  proposed  rulemaking  and 
comments  filed  by  the  eight  respondents, 
good  cause  exist',  to  amend  19  2.75(d) 
and  2.75(0)  of  the  regulations,  18  CFR 
2.75(d)  and  2.75(o)  In  the  manner  and 
for  the  reasons  explained  herein. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  sections  4. 5. 7, 8,  and  16  of  the  Natural 
Clas  Act  (52  Stat  822,  823,  824,  825,  829, 
830;  56  Stat  83,  84;  61  Stat  459;  76 
Stat  72;  15  U.S.C.  717(c),  717(d),  717(f), 
717(g),  717(n),  717(0))  and  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  above,  we  hereby  amend, 
effective  upon  Issuance,  if  2.75(d)  and 
2.75(0)  In  Part  2.  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations.  Subchapter  A.  Chapter 
I.  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions.  to  read  In  pertinent  part  as 
follows: 

(d)  A  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  issuec(  and  accepted  under 
this  section  ^all  not  be  subject  to  change 
by  determinations  or  orders  whether 
heretofore  made  or  hereafter  to  be  made 
in  producer  or  pipeline  rate  proceedings 
initiated  under  Section  4  of  the  Act,  and 
orders  Issued  hereunder  shall  not  con¬ 
stitute  establishment  of  an  area  or  na- 
tlonwidd  rate:  Provided,  however.  That 
nothing  herein  shaU  limit  the  applica¬ 
bility  of  section  5  of  the  Natural  Act. 
Nothing  done  hereunder  shall  be  recog¬ 
nized  by  the  Commission  as  triggering 
any  existing  contract  escalation  clauses. 

(o)  If  the  parties  elect  to  commence 
deliveries  as  set  forth  In  paragraph  (n) 
of  this  section,  such  deliveries  will  be 
made  at  rates  no  higher  than  the  prevail¬ 
ing  nationwide  celling  rate  and  shall  so 
continue  for  nine  months  unless  the 
Commission  has  made  its  final  order  on 
the  application  at  an  earlier  date;  at  the 
end  of  such  nine-month  period  (If  the 
Commission  has  not  made  its  final  or¬ 
der)  ,  the  seller  upon  the  filing  of  a  notice 
of  change  in  rate  pursuant  to  9  154.94 
of  this  chapter  at  the  Commission’s  reg- 
idatians  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  wlth- 
<mt  refund  obligation  and  the  purchaser 
riiall  be  entitled  to  pay,  the  rates  spec¬ 
ified  in  the  contract  inltlaUy  filed,  and 
soda  contract  rates  shall  oontlnue  as  the 
effective  rates  until  the  Commission 
enters  its  final  order  on  the  certificate 
application. 

(B)  These  amendments  apply  to  all 
applications  made  pursuant  to  !  2.75.  the 
Optional  Procedure  For  CMtiflcatiag  New 
Producer  Sales  Of  Natural  Gas.  filed  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  date  of  Issuance  of  this 
order. 


cation  filed  by  Slmonsen  lifin-Rendertng 
Plant,  Inc.,  Quimby,  lA  51049  (96-776V) 
pitKKMslng  the  safe  and  effective  use  of 
a  tylosin  premix  in  the  manufacture  of 
swine  feed.  The  application  is  approvecL 
To  facilitate  referencing,  the  firm  is 
being  assigned  a  sponsor  code  number 
and  placed  in  the  list  of  firms  in  9  135.- 
501(c)  (21  CFR  135.501(c)). 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  512(1).  82  Stat.  347;  21  UB.C. 
360b(i))  and  imder  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120), 
Parts  135  and  135e  are  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  In  9  135.501(c)  by  adding  a  new 
sponsor  as  follows: 

§  135.501  Names,  addresses,  and  code 
numbers  of  sponsors  of  approved 
applications. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

Code  No.: 

•  •  •  •  • 

131 . - . 

Firm  name  and  address 
•  •  •  •  • 

Slmonsen  Mlll-Bender- 
Ing  Plant,  Inc.,  Quim¬ 
by,  Iowa  51049. 

•  •  •  •  * 

2.  In  9  135e.l0(b)  by  adding  an  addi¬ 
tional  approval  as  follows: 

§  135e.l0  Tylosin. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(26)To  131:  10  grams  per  pound, 
item  4. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Effective  date.  This  order  ahft.li  be  ef¬ 
fective  December  3,  1974. 

(Sec.  512(1),  82  Stat.  347;  21  XJS.C.  360b(l)) 


Dated:  November  25, 1974. 

C.  D.  Van  Houweung, 
Director, 

Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 
(FB  Doc.74-38140  FUed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  II— OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT  SEC¬ 
RETARY  FOR  HOUSING  PRODUCTION 
AND  MORTGAGE  CREDIT— FEDERAL 
HOUSING  COMMISSIONER  (FEDERAL 
HOUSING  ADMINISTRATION),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT 

(Docket  No.  Rr-74-267] 

PART  275— LOW  RENT  PUBLIC  HOUSING 
Prototype  Cost  Limits;  Milwaukee,  VRs. 

In  the  Federal  Register  Issued  Friday, 
May  17,  1974,  (39  FR  17678) ,  prototype 
per  unit  cost  schedules  were  published 
pursuant  to  section  15(5)  ot  the  United 
States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  Consideration 
of  subsequent  factual  project  cost  data 
and  other  information  received  from  the 
Milwaukee  Area  OCBce  Indicates  that 
certain  prototype  costs  for  Milwaukee 
published  May  17, 1974  should  be  revised. 

Written  data,  views  or  statements  may 
be  filed  with  the  appropriate  HUD  Area 
OlHce.  The  offices  were  listed  in  our  pub¬ 
lication  of  May  17,  1974.  Accordingly,  24 
CFR  Part  275  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  On  page  17713  delete  the  existing 
prototype  costs  for  Milwaukee  and  substi¬ 
tute  in  lieu  thoreof  the  revised  prototype 
per  unit  costs  shown  on  the  table  set 
forth  hereinafter,  entitled  Prototype  Per 
Unit  (3ost  Schedule.  (Sec.  7(d)  of  Dept 
of  HUD  Act  U.S.C.  3535(d) ) . 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  Is  ef¬ 
fective  on  Dec«nber  3,  1974. 

^ncLDON  B.  Lubar, 
Assistant  Seeretary -Commissioner. 


Pretotfii^e  per  unU  eut  tcheduie 
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[FR  Doc.74-28146  FUed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28101  Filed  12-3-74:8:45  am] 


THie  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER  C— ORUOS 
PART  13&— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS 

PART  135e— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  FOR 
USE  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS 

Tylosin 

The  CcHnmlssloner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  a  new  animal  drug  appll- 


[Docket  No.  R-74-267] 

PART  275— LOW  RENT  PUBLIC  HOUSING 

Prototype  Cost  Limits;  North  Carolina 

In  the  Federal  Register  Issued  Friday, 
May  17,  1974  (39  FR  17678) ,  prototype 
per  unit  cost  schedules  were  published 
pursuant  to  section  15(5)  of  the  United 
States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  Considera¬ 
tion  of  subsequent  factual  project  cost 
data  and  other  Information  received  from 
the  Greensboro  Area  Office  Indicates  that 
certain  prototype  costs  for  North  Caro¬ 
lina  published  May  17,  1974  should  be 
revised. 

Written  data,  views  or  statements  may 
be  filed  with  the  appropriate  HUD  Area 
Office.  The  offices  wer>  listed  In  our  pub- 


licatlon  of  May  17, 1974.  Accordingly,  24 
CFR  Part  275  Is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  On  pages  17701  and  17702  delete  the 
existing  prototype  costs  for  Greensboro, 
Asheville,  Charlotte,  Durham,  Green¬ 
ville,  Raleigh,  Wilmi^ton  and  Winston- 
Salem  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the 
revised  prototyrpe  per  unit  costs  shown 
on  the  table  set  forth  hereinafter,  en¬ 
titled  Prototype  Per  Unit  Cost  Sched¬ 
ule  (Sec.  7((D  of  Dept,  of  HUD  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  3535(d)). 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  on  December  3, 1974. 

Sheldon  B.  Lubar, 
Assistant  Secretary-Commissioner. 
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IDocket  No.  R-74-2fl7] 

PART  275— LOW  RENT  PUBUC  HOUSING 
Prototype  Cost  UmRs;  Tosas 

In  the  Federal  Registes  Issued  Fri¬ 
day,  May  17.  1974  (39  PR  17678),  proto- 
ty^  per  unit  cost  schedules  were  pub¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  section  15(5)  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  Con- 
slderatlrai  of  subsequent  factual  project 
cost  data  and  other  Information  recelyed 
from  the  San  Antonio  Area  Office  Indi¬ 
cates  that  certain  prototype  costs  for  San 
Antonio  published  May  17.  1974  should 
be  revised. 

Written  data,  views  or  statements  may 
be  filed  with  the  appropriate  HUD  Area 


Office.  The  offices  were  listed  In  our  pub¬ 
lication  May  17,  1974.  Accordingly,  24 
CFR  Part  275  Is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  On  page  17722  delete  the  existing 
prototjrpe  costs  for  San  Antonio  and  sub¬ 
stitute  in  lieu  thereof  the  revised  proto¬ 
type  per  unit  costs  shown  on  the  table 
set  forth  hereinafter,  entitled  Prototype 
Per  Unit  Cost  Schedule.  (Sec.  7(d>  of 
Dept,  of  HUD  Act,  42  UJ3.C.  3535(<D  > . 

Effective  date.  This  Is  ef¬ 

fective  an.  December  3. 1974. 

Sheldon  B.  Ldbab. 

Assistant  Secretarv-Commtssfoner. 
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Tide  25— Labor 

CHAPTER  V— WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISIOli, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  522— EMPLOYMENT  OF  LEARNERS 

Changes  Reflecting  the  Fair  Labor  Stand- 
aids  Amendments  of  1974;  Connections 

The  notice  appearing  in  the  August  14, 
1974,  Feobal  RsoiSTEa  (39  FR  29180) 
contained  ttks  following 


errors:  the  title  “Change  the 

Fair  Labor  Standards  Amendments  of 
1974“  should  read  “Changes  Reflecting 
the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
<a  1974“:  in  8  522 J4(c)  the  $1.90  an  hour 
learner  rate  should  extend  on^  through 
“December  31.  1974“  instead  of  “Decem¬ 
ber  31.  1975“;  In  1 522.43(a)  (6).  the 
$2,075  learner  rate  idinwid  eppHf  tor  the 
remaining  480,  hours  between  “January  1. 


1975  and  December  31,  1975“  Instead 
of  between  “January  1, 1975  and  Decem¬ 
ber  1975“:  and  in  8  522.43(a)  (7).  the 
$2,075  learner  rate  should  apply  for  "360 
hours"  Instead  of  “36  hours." 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  25tii 
day  of  November  1974. 

Betty  Southard  Murfhy, 

Administrator, 
Wage  and  Hour  Division. 

{FB  Ooc.74-380ei  Filed  13-3-74:8:45  ami 


CHAPTER  XVI!— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 

AND  HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION.  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  1910— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  STANDARDS 

Mechanical  Power  Presees 

Pursuant  to  sections  6(b).  and  8(c) 
of  the  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1970,  (84  Stat  1593, 1599:  29  UB.C. 
655,  657) ,  (dietary  of  Labor's  Order  No. 
12-71  (36  PR  8754)  and  29  CFR  Part 
1911,  88  1910.211  and  1910.217  of  Pari 
1910  of  Title  29.  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  are  hereby  amended  In  the  manner 
set  forth  below.  In  order  to  provide  cer¬ 
tain  new  requirements  for  the  occupa¬ 
tional  safeW  and  health  standard  dealing 
with  mechanical  power  presses. 

L  Background.  On  November  28  and 
December  11,  1972,  petitions  were  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration  (06HA)  by  the 
United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce  and 
the  Organization  Resources  Coimselors, 
Ihc.  These  petitions  requested  the  revoca¬ 
tion  of  the  occupational  safety  and 
health  standard  set  forth  In  29  CFR 
1910.217(d)  (1)  and  (d)  (2)  which  was  to 
become  effective  August  31,  1974.  and 
would  have  required,  among  other  things, 
that  employers  Institute  die  procurement, 
cfmstructlon  and  modification  procedures 
tiuit  would  eliminate  the  need  for  em¬ 
ployees  to  place  their  hands  within  the 
point  of  operation  (“no  hands  In  dies”). 
In  response  to  these  petitions,  a  notlM 
was  published  In  the  Fbdrral  Register 
on  January  26.  1973  (38  FR  2465) 
questing  Information  on  woiic  Injury 
experience,  effectiveness  of  safeguard¬ 
ing  devices,  estimates  of  time  stid  cost 
for  compliance,  and  other  related  In¬ 
formation  i>ertlnent  to  the  two  para¬ 
graphs.  On  March  2.  1973  (38  FR  5644) 
tile  comment  period  was  extended  to 
April  24,  1973.  Over  300  comments  were 
rroelved  In  response  to  tibis  notice. 

Subsequent  to  the  publlcatimi  of  the 
notice,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  qpd  Health  requested 
the  American  National  Standards  In¬ 
stitute  (ANSI)  Bll.l  Cmnmittee,  which 
developed  tiie  source  standard  from 
which  8  1910.217  is  derived,  to 
the  feasibility  and  deslnOillity  of  the 
"no  hands  In  dies"  requirement.  The 
Cowimtttee  did  not  reach  a  consensus 
agreement  on  the  Issue.  The  ’•"ort  recent 
draft  before  the  Committee  (Exhibit  59) 
retains  the  "no  hands  tai  dies"  requlre- 
niMit  as  a  goaL  but  permits  an  employer 
to  safeguard  the  point  of  operation  by 
specified  means  of  redundant  safeguard¬ 
ing  (Le.,  utilizing  two  safeguarding  de- 
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vices),  where  the  employer  justifies  an 
inability  to  comply  with  the  “no  hands 
in  dies”  provision. 

Based  upon  the  comments  received  in 
response  to  the  January  26  and  March  2, 
1973  Federal  Register  notices,  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Bll.l  Committee,  and 
OSHA’s  own  investigation  of  appropriate 
means  for  safeguarding  the  point  of 
operation,  a  notice  of  pn^xised  rulemak¬ 
ing  was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  March  14,  1974  (39  FR  9838) 
which  contained  proposed  amendments 
to  §S  1910.211  and  1910.217.  The  notice 
invited  interested  persons  to  submit 
written  data,  views  and  argiunents  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposed  amendments,  and 
also  invited  oral  submissions  at  a  public 
hearing  held  on  May  13-15,  1974.  The 
proposal  added  two  definitions  to  S  1910.- 
211  and  contained  the  following  amend¬ 
ments  to  S  1910.217:  (1)  Revocation  of 
the  requirement  for  “no  hands  in  dies”; 
(2)  prohibition  of  the  sweep  as  a  point 
of  operation  device  after  December  31. 
1976;  (3)  revocation  of  §  1910.217(b)  (8) 
(vi),  which  requires  the  minimization 
of  the  possibility  of  an  unintoided 
stroke;  (4)  Implementation  of  failsafe 
controls  used  in  eonjimction  with  a  brake 
mimltor  where  certain  point  of  opera¬ 
tion  safeguards  are  used;  (5)  prohibition 
of  the  use  of  the  hinged  or  movable  sec¬ 
tion  of  an  interlocked  barrier  guard 
where  there  is  manual  feeding,  while 
recognizing  the  interlocked  barrier  de¬ 
vice  as  a  means  of  protection  where  there 
is  manual  feeding;  (6)  recognition  of  the 
Type  A  and  Type  B  gates  as  point  of 
(Kieration  devices;  (7)  use  of  a  defined 
safety  distance  when  either  a  two-hand 
control,  two-hand  trip,  or  presence 
sensing  device  is  used  as  a  point  of  opera- 
ticm  safeguard;  and  (8)  establishment  of 
a  reporting  requirement  for  injuries 
sustained  at  the  point  of  operation.  Over 
300  written  submissions  were  received  in 
response  to  the  proposal.  In  addition, 
approximately  700  pages  of  testimony 
and  90  exhibits  were  received  at  the 
three  day  hearing,  as  well  as  numerous 
post-hearing  comments.  This  evidence 
constitutes  the  record  upon  which  the 
decision  in  this  matter  is  based. 

n.  Causes  of  point  of  operation  in¬ 
juries.  There  is  virtually  no  dispute  that 
mechanical  power  press  iterators  are 
exposed  to  the  serious  hazard  of  point  of 
operation  injuries  (see  e.g.  comments 
325,  330) .  It  is  generally  agreed  that  the 
major  hazards  associated  with  point  of 
operation  injuries  are:  (1)  Placing  a 
hand  or  other  portion  of  the  body  in  the 
point  of  operation  after  the  press  has 
been  tripped,  and  (2)  an  unintended  re¬ 
peat  stroke  occasioned  by  a  press  msd- 
function  or  a  mechanical  failure,  which 
occurs  while  the  operator’s  hand  or  other 
portion  of  the  body  is  in  the  point  of 
operation.  The  dispute  arises  as  to  what 
is  necessary  or  appropriate  to  protect 
employees  from  these  point  of  operation 
hazards.  Unfortunately,  the  statistics 
regarding  mechanieal  power  presses  do 
not  provide  conclusive  answers  to  the 
question.  Thus,  the  statistics  often  do 
not  indicate  whether  employee  injuries 
were  at  the  point  of  operation;  what 
guards  or  devices  were  In  use.  if  any; 


whether  the  employer  was  engaged  in  a 
“hands  in  dies”  operation;  or  what  the 
cause  of  the  accident  was  (Tr.  2220,  J; 
Comment  #325).  The  most  detailed 
study  was  conducted  by  Liberty  Mutual 
Insurance  Company,  which  examined  389 
high  cost  press  accidents  reported  to 
them  in  the  late  1960’s  (Comment  #325) . 
One  hundred  and  eighty-five  of  these  ac¬ 
cidents  occurred  because  no  guard  or  de¬ 
vice  was  used;  96  were  caused  by  an 
inadequate  guard,  59  were  caused  by  an 
improperly  adjusted,  maintained  or  in¬ 
stalled  guard  or  device,  and  49  occurred 
during  repair  or  test  procedures  (an  area 
covered  by  other  portions  of  §  1910.217 
not  addressed  in  the  proposal) .  The  study 
further  suggests  that  most  of  the  acci¬ 
dents  occurred  because  the  operator  ac¬ 
cidentally  tripped  the  press  while  loading 
or  unloading  the  press.  Other  accidents 
occurred  because  the  operator  reached 
into  the  point  of  operation  to  remove  the 
part,  clear  the  scrap,  readjust  the  stock 
or  clear  a  jam.  Althou^  this  study  is  not 
exhaustive,  it  does  point  out  the  human 
errors  and  mechanical  failures  which 
expose  employees  to  point  of  operation 
hazards,  and  that  employees  were  in¬ 
jured  where  an  approprtete  guard  or 
device  was  not  used.  In  general,  there¬ 
fore,  the  need  for  guarding  mechanical 
power  presses  to  protect  emplos^es  from 
point  of  operation  injuries  is  clear  on  the 
room'd. 

HL  "No  hands  in  dies"  and  redundant 
safeguarding.—!.  Revocation  of  "no 
hands  in  dies”.  The  final  standai^  like 
the  proposal,  revokes  the  “no  hands  la 
dies”  requirement.  The  proposed  revoca¬ 
tion  was  the  central  issue  at  the  hearing 
and  in  the  comments. 

Those  parties  supporting  the  retention 
of  the  requirement  for  “no  hands  in  dies” 
based  their  support  on;  (1)  accident 
statistics  (Tr.  40;  222G,  222J-223),  (2) 
the  success  achieved  by  those  operating 
with  “no  hands  in  dies”  (Tr.  44) ,  (3)  the 
gravity  of  the  Injuries  resulting  from 
point  of  operation  accidents  (Tr.  40, 
222D,  222J,  466) ,  (4)  the  recognition  of 
the  hazard  at  the  point  of  operation  re- 
fiected  in  voluntary  power  press  safety 
standards  since  1922  (Ex.  59),  and  (5) 
the  assertion  that  one  of  the  primary  ob¬ 
jectives  of  safeguarding  should  be  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  operator  against  himself,  and 
that  the  only  certain  way  to  achieve  this 
is  to  eliminate  the  necessity  for  the  op¬ 
erator  to  place  his  hands  within  the 
point  of  (deration  (Tr.  98-100). 

Those  supporting  revocation  of  man¬ 
datory  “no  hands  in  dies”  based  their 
support  upon:  (1)  the  lack  of  statistical 
evidence  showing  that  “no  hands  in  dies” 
is  necessary  or  appropriate  to  protect 
employees  from  point  of  operation  haz¬ 
ards;  (2)  the  availability  of  safeguard¬ 
ing  devices  which  will  protect  employees 
from  point  of  operation  hazards,  while 
permitting  “hands  in  dies”;  (3)  the  ad¬ 
ditional  hazards  created  by  the  devices 
which  would  be  substituted  for  manual 
feeding;  (4)  the  high  cost  associated  with 
Implementing  “no  hands  in  dies”;  and 
(5)  the  technological  infeasibility  of  “no 
hands  in  dies”  on  some  production  runs. 

Initially,  it  should  be  noted  that  the 
current  S  1910.217(d)  (1)  would  merely 


require  the  employer  to  Institute  die 
procurement,  construction  and  modifica¬ 
tion  policies  and  procedures  to  eliminate 
the  need  for  employees  to  place  their 
hands  or  fingers  in  the  point  of  opera¬ 
tion.  This  requirement  would  not  have 
prohibited  or  prevented  employees  from 
actually  plSM^ing  their  hands  in  the 
point  of  operation.  Indeed,  point  of  op¬ 
eration  Injuries  occur  where  “no  hands 
in  dies”  is  in  effect  (Tr.  513,  669-70, 
Exhibits  83-85) . 

The  accident  statistics  are  not  helpful 
in  determining  the  effectiveness  of  “no 
hands  in  dies”  when  compared  with  ap¬ 
propriate  safety  devices  or  guards.  At 
most,  the  Liberty  Mutual  Statistics 
seem  to  suggest  that  appropriate  guards 
or  devices,  or  “no  hands  in  dies”  will 
significantiy  increase  employee  safety. 
However,  their  relative  effectiveness 
cannot  be  evaluated,  particularly  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  guards  or  devices  were 
not  required  by  law  when  those  acci¬ 
dents  occurred. 

Moreover,  many  employers  have  shown 
that  methods  other  than  “no  hands  in 
dies”  provide  adequate  safety  at  the 
point  of  operaticm  (see  e.g.  Tr.  85.  119, 
151,  295,  Kx.  56).  Most  of  these  “hands 
In  dies”  safety  devices  have  been  in¬ 
corporated  into  the  finid  rule,  and  will 
be  discussed  below. 

In  addition  to  the  potential  for  point 
of  operation  Injuries  which  exists  even 
with  “no  hands  in  dies,”  additional 
hazards  are  created  in  “no  hands  in  dies” 
operations.  Thus,  serious  additional  pinch 
points  sure  created  by  feeding  apparatus 
(see  e.g.  Tr.  204-5,  318,  513).  And,  for 
example,  where  feeding  robots  are  used, 
employees  may  be  exposed  to  additional 
hazard  (Tr.  510) . 

Technologically,  “no  hands  in  dies" 
does  not  appear  to  be  universsdly  pos¬ 
sible  in  the  near  future.  Several  em¬ 
ployers  indicated  that  they  have  tried 
to  implement  “no  hands  in  dies”  op¬ 
erations  in  their  plants,  and  while  some 
success  has  been  achieved,  they  have  been 
unable  to  attain  “no  hands  in  dies”  in 
certain  operations  (Tr.  171,  489) .  A 
manufacturer  also  indicated  that  he  has 
conducted  surveys  at  the  requests  of 
employers  to  determine  the  feasibility 
of  “no  hands  in  dies”  in  their  plants,  and 
in  many  instances  tms  concluded  that 
technology  does  not  permit  this  type  of 
operation  (Tr.  416,  480).  Therefore,  it 
clearly  appears  that  a  universal  require¬ 
ment  of  “no  hands  in  dies”  would  be  in¬ 
feasible. 

We  also  believe  that  the  costs  asso¬ 
ciated  with  attaining  “no  hands  in  dies” 
are  prohibitive.  The  record  evidence  con¬ 
tains  the  following  estimated  costs:  press 
modification — $l,500-$35,000  per  press 
(Tr.  58,  89,  412,  546) ;  loading  and  un¬ 
loading  equipment — 10-15  percent  of  the 
cost  of  the  press  (Tr.  264) ;  modification 
of  existing  tools  and  dies,  where  feas¬ 
ible — $180  per  die  (Tr.  120) ;  new  dies — 
12-25  percent  over  the  cost  of  hand  fed 
dies  (Tr.  77).  Moreover  a  significant 
number  of  presses,  tools  and  dies  may 
b^ome  obsolete.  And  the  additional 
space  demands  resulting  from  automated 
or  semi-automated  feeding  and  part  re¬ 
moval  devices — ^in  some  cases  as  much 
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as  20  percent  (Tr.  272) — may  require 
employers  to  reduce  the  number  of  op¬ 
erational  presses  or  acquire  additional 
space.  Finally,  the  engineering  costs  of 
designing  and  instituting  “no  hands  in 
dies”  are  also  substantial  (Exh.  63). 

It  has  further  been  siiggested.  and  we 
agree  that  the  costs  of  instituting  “no 
hands  in  dies”  would  make  many  short 
production  runs  economically  infeasible 
(Tr.  56,  61,  130,  503).  It  appears  that 
some  production  lines  would  be  discon¬ 
tinued  if  “no  hands  in  dies”  were  re¬ 
quired  because  the  additional  overhead 
costs  would.  In  some  Instances,  be  pro¬ 
hibitive. 

For  the  above  reasons,  we  have  re¬ 
voked  the  requirement  of  “no  hands  In 
dies”. 

2.  Redundant  safeguarding.  One  of 
the  most  controversial  issues  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  in  the  comments  was  whether 
employers  operating  with  “hands  in  dies” 
should  be  required  to  use  redimdant 
safeguarding,  i.e.,  an  arrangement 
whereby  the  mployee  is  protected  by  a 
secondary  safeguard  if  the  primary 
safeguard  fails.  This  concept  Is  contained 
In  the  revised  draft  standard  which  is 
before  the  ANSI  Bll.l  Committee. 

Several  written  comments  indicated 
that  msiny  employers  are  already  using 
redundant  safeguarding  (such  as  two- 
hand  controls  or  two-hand  trips  used  in 
conjimctlon  with  pullouts)  (Comments 
80,  196,  280,  302).  One  witness  suggested 
that  a  redundant  system  is  four  times  as 
safe  as  a  single  safeguard  (Tr.  -419). 
Others  suggested  that  redundancy  is  a 
reasonable  compromise  between  those 
who  advocate  “hands  out  of  dies”  and 
those  who  advocate  “hands  in  dies”  (Tr. 
471).  And  some  argued  that  redundancy 
takes  into  accoimt  the  element  of  human 
natiure,  such  as  employee  negligence  or 
failiure  to  properly  use  the  existing  safe¬ 
guard  (Tr.  463) . 

However,  there  were  also  significant 
arguments  in  opposition  to  redimdant 
safeguarding.  Some  argued  that  accident 
statistics  do  not  support  the  need  for  re¬ 
dimdant  safeguarding  (Tr.  212) .  Others 
argued  that  the  revised  draft  standard 
which  is  before  the  ANSI  Committee  and 
which  provides  for  redundant  safeguard¬ 
ing.  Introduces  unnecessary  complica¬ 
tions  (Tr.  168).  One  witness  suggested 
that  redundant  safeguarding  should  not 
be  required,  because  safety  should  be  de¬ 
signed  into  the  system,  and  not  added  to 
It  (Tr.  352).  Several  employers  showed, 
based  on  their  experience,  that  a  single 
safeguard  properly  installed  and  main¬ 
tained  will  provide  a  safe  wort:place  for 
employees  (Tr.  85,119, 151, 295,  Exh.  56). 
Another  argued  that  strict  enforcement 
of  9  1910.217(c) ,  without  redimdant  safe¬ 
guarding,  would  provide  a  safe  work¬ 
place.  And  some  suggested  that  redun¬ 
dant  safeguarding  would  provide  a  false 
sense  of  security  in  certain  situations 
(Tr.  343). 

We  believe,  based  on  a  review  of  the 
entire  record,  that  ^ngle  saf^uarding 
will  adequately  protect  employees  and 
that  redundant  safeguarding  is  there¬ 
fore  neither  necessary  or  appropriate. 
Thus,  the  accident  statistics  do  not  sup¬ 
port  mandatory  redundant  safeguarding. 


Most  of  the  accld^t  statistics  are  not 
relevant  to  this  questlcm  and  the  one 
relevant  study,  by  Liberty  Mutual,  is,  in 
our  view,  at  least  some  evidence  that  use 
of  a  single  appropriate  device  or  guard, 
properly  installed  and  maintained,  will 
provide  adequate  employee  protection. 
Moreover,  we  believe  that  the  fact  that 
many  employers  have  successfully  uti¬ 
lized  single  safety  devices  weighs  heavily 
against  requiring  redundant  safeguard¬ 
ing. 

As  noted  above,  one  witness  suggested 
that  redundant  safeguarding  is  four 
times  safer  than  single  safeguarding 
In  view  of  the  absence  of  evidence  on  the 
precise  reliability  of  any  of  the  safety 
devices,  additional  safety  in  using  two 
such  devices  is  even  more  speculative.  In¬ 
deed,  it  could  be  argued  that  three  safe¬ 
guards  are  safer  than  two,  and  four  safer 
than  three.  We  do  not  believe  that  such 
quantification  of  increased  safety  result¬ 
ing  from  the  use  of  redimdant  safeguard¬ 
ing  is  possible.  We  have  concluded,  in 
view  of  all  the  evidence  and  considera¬ 
tions  noted  above,  that  employee  safety 
will  not  be  meaningfully  increased  by  the 
use  of  redundant  safeguarding,  and  have 
chosen  Instead  to  improve  and  protect 
the  single  safeguarding  which  is  required. 

IV.  The  final  standard.  (1)  Generally. 
As  previously  noted,  the  final  standard 
requires  the  use  of  at  least  one  of  the 
safety  devices  specified,  which  we  believe 
provides  adequate  operator  protection. 
Thus,  presses  with  full  or  part  revolu¬ 
tion  clutches  may  utilize  a  two  hand  trip, 
pull  outs  or  a  Tsrpe  A  or  Type  B  gate. 
Where  these  devices  are  utilized  with 
electrical  brake  control  circuits,  the  cir¬ 
cuits  must  be  designed  so  as  to  minimize 
the  possibility  of  a  repeat  stroke.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  presence  sensing  devices  or  two 
hand  controls  may  be  used  on  part 
revolution  clutch  presses.  Where  either 
of  these  devices,  or  a  Type  B  gate,  are 
used,  the  employer  must  also  use  a  fall- 
safe  control  system  and  a  brake  monitor 
in  order  to  qualify  the  device  as  a  safety 
device. 

(2)  Failsafe  control  system — 9 1910.~ 
217 ih)  (13) .  Failsafe  controls  are  controls 
which  are  designed  so  that  single  failure 
within  the  control  system  will  inhibit 
further  stroking  of  the  press  until  the 
failure  is  corrected,  without  Interfering 
with  the  performance  of  the  brake.  We 
believe  that  this  new  technology  will 
contribute  significantly  to  employee 
safety.  Therefore,  the  final  standard  re¬ 
quires  the  use  of  such  a  control  system  on 
the  two-hand  control,  presence  sensing 
device  and  Type  B  gate. 

In  the  comments  and  at  the  hearing 
there  was  confusion  as  to  the  scope  of 
paragraph  (b)(13) — (TR.  435-6,  446-7). 
Some  commentors  thought  that  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  paragraph  (b)  (13)  appUed 
to  the  entire  press  control  system.  How¬ 
ever,  paragraph  (b)  (13)  was  intended  to 
apply  only  to  those  elements  in  the  con¬ 
trol  system  which  may  affect  the  safety 
of  the  employee  at  the  point  of  opera¬ 
tion,  and  the  language  of  the  final  stand¬ 
ard  has  been  modified  to  refiect  this  in¬ 
tention.  The  requirements  of  paragraph 
(b)  (13)  do  not  apply  to  full  revolution 
presses  because  the  application  of  such 


failsafe  control  systems  to  full  revolution 
presses  Is  teclmologically  infeasible 
(Ck>mments  #326. 105, 141, 153) . 

The  propo^  required  use  of  a  control 
system  cmly  where  a  presence  sensing 
device  or  a  two  hand  control  is  In  use. 
However,  it  was  pointed  out  that  (b)  (13) 
should  also  sq}ply  to  the  Type  B  gate  or 
movable  barrier  device,  because  the  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  this  device  also  depends 
upon  the  performance  of  the  brake  (Tr 
423).  We  agree.  Therefore,  the  final 
standard  requires  employers  to  comply 
with  paragraph  (b)(13)  when  using  a 
Type  B  gate  or  movable  barrier  device, 
two-hand  control,  or  a  prince  Mnslng 
device.  B4any  commentors  thought  that 
proposed  paragraph  (b)  (13)  apidied  to 
aU  part  revolution  clutch  presses.  How¬ 
ever,  (b)  (13)  was  intended  to  apply  only 
as  indicated  above,  and  we  have  there¬ 
fore  modified  the  final  standard  to  reflect 
this  intent.  We  believe  that  it  is  neither 
necessary  nor  appropriate  to  reinilre 
compliance  with  (b)  (13) ,  when  the  brake 
is  not  the  primary  safety  means. 

(3)  Brake  monitor.  9  1910.217(b)  (14) 
is  also  a  new  requirement  and  was  pro¬ 
posed  in  cimjunction  with  paragraph  (b) 
(13)  to  improve  the  reliability  of  the 
braking  system.  It  applies  in  the  same 
sltuatiims  as  paragraph  (b)(13).  Ihe 
brake  monitor  required  by  paragraph 
(b)  (14)  indicates  brake  deterioration  be¬ 
yond  a  predetermined  level  by  stOK>ing 
the  press  and  preventing  further  strok¬ 
ing  until  the  brake  is  repaired.  As  with 
the  control  system,  we  believe  that  the 
brake  monitor  is  both  necessary  and  ap- 
pr(H>rlate  to  protect  employees,  because 
the  devices  for  which  the  brake  monitor 
and  control  system  are  required  would 
not  provide  adequate  protection  in  their 
absence.  The  level  of  brake  deterioration 
at  which  the  brake  monitor  signals  the 
control  system  to  stop  the  press  depends 
upon  the  stopping  time  of  the  press. 

Many  of  the  written  comments  indi¬ 
cated  a  lack  of  familiarity  with  the  brake 
monitor,  or  contended  that  its  success 
was  unproven.  However,  there  were  also 
many  cixnments  expressing  approval  of 
the  brake  monitor.  Several  employer  rep¬ 
resentatives  testified  at  the  hearing  that 
they  are  successfully  using  brake  moni¬ 
tors  (Tr.  91,  151-152,  565).  And.  brake 
monitors  have  been  successfully  used  in 
European  countries  for  many  years  (Tr. 
536-40).  Some  witnesses  alleged  that  a 
long  lead  time  might  be  necessary  to  in¬ 
corporate  the  brake  monitor;  however, 
some  suppliers  and  manufacturers  of 
such  mechanisms  indicated  that  the  de¬ 
mand  could  be  met  within  a  relatively 
short  period  of  time  (Tr.  595) . 

Two  t3q>es  of  brake  monitors  are  cur¬ 
rently  available:  electro-mechanical  and 
electronic.  Either  type  is  acceptable  as 
long  as  the  brake’s  performance  is  meas¬ 
ured  on  each  stroke.  With  regard  to  the 
electro-mechanical  brake  monitors  (i.e., 
cams,  limit  switches,  etc.),  many  ques¬ 
tions  were  raised  as  to  how  and  where 
the  monitor  should  be  locateiL  ITie  final 
standard  provides  that  the  location  of 
the  brake  monitor  be  determined  as  a 
function  of  the  stepping  time  of  the 
press.  The  proposal  required  tiie  em¬ 
ployer  to  obtain  the  stopping  time  from 
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the  manufacturer.  However,  several  wit¬ 
nesses  suggested  that  this  proposed  re¬ 
quirement  would  be  Impractl^  where 
presses  have  been  rebuilt  or  the  press 
manufacturer  has  ceased  operations  (Tr. 
201,  404).  We  agree.  Therefore,  the  final 
standard  requires  the  employer  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  stopping  time  of  the  press.  Evi¬ 
dence  at  the  hearing  Indicated  that  de¬ 
vices  are  available  to  assist  employers  In 
making  this  determination  (Tr.  325) . 

The  final  standard  (In  paragraph  (b) 
(14)  (1) )  unlike  the  proposal,  allows  the 
employer  fiexibility  In  locating  the  brake 
monitor.  Where  the  point  of  operation 
safeguard  merely  meets  the  minimum 
safety  distance  requirements  In  S  1910.- 
217(c)  (3)  (111)  (e)  or  (vU)  (c).  the  brake 
monitor  must  be  located  at  top-stop. 
Where  the  safety  distance  exceeds  the 
minimum  reqiiirements,  the  brake  moni¬ 
tor  must  be  located  so  that  the  press  wlU 
shut  off  when  the  brake  has  deteriorated 
to  the  point  where  the  minimum  safety 
distance  requirement  Is  no  longer  met. 
Since  there  are  no  safety  distance  re¬ 
quirements  with  respect  to  Type  B  gates 
for  presses  having  a  part  revolution 
clutch,  the  standard  requires  that  in  such 
cases  the  brake  monitor  be  set  so  that  It 
will  detect  top-stop  overrun  beyond  the 
normal  limit  reasonably  established  by 
the  employer.  We  have  established  a 
performance  standard  in  this  respect  be¬ 
cause  of  the  variables  whldi  are  occa¬ 
sioned  by  different  counter-balances,  die 
sizes,  die  closure  speeds,  and  the  Inherent 
braking  capacities  of  different  presses. 

The  final  standard.  In  paragraph  (b) 
(14)  (111) ,  requires  that  the  brake  be  mon¬ 
itored  on  each  strcdce.  While  the  propo^ 
did  not  specifically  contain  this  require¬ 
ment,  brake  monitors  are  designed  to 
monitor  brake  performance  on  each 
stroke  and.  Indeed,  such  requirement  Is 
necessary  to  Insure  the  effectiveness  of 
the  brake  monitor.  Accordingly,  the  Anal 
standard  clarifies  the  Intent  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  require  monitoring  on  each 
stroke. 

(4)  Interlocked  press  barrier  guard. 
The  final  standard  modifies  S  1910.217 
(c)  (2)  (v) ,  to  distingu^h  between  an  In¬ 
terlocked  press  barrier  guard  and  an 
Interlocked  press  barrier  device.  The  two 
are  similar.  However,  where  the  operator 
hand  feeds,  the  Interlocked  press  barrier 
is  a  “device”.  Where  no  hand  feeding  oc¬ 
curs,  It  Is  a  “guard”.  This  clarification 
Is  consistent  with  the  generally  accepted 
distinction  between  guards  and  devices. 
The  final  standard  does  not  prohibit  roll 
feeding  or  other  automatic  feeding 
through  press  guarding,  provided  that 
the  opening  In  the  guard  conforms  with 
the  requirements  set  forth  in  Table  0^10. 
The  final  standard  has  been  modified  to 
more  effectively  convey  the  intent  of  the 
proposed  amendment. 

(5)  "Hands  in  dies"  for  sweeps  and 
pvUouts.  The  proposal  would  have  re- 
vcdced  the  reqxilrement  In  paragraph  (c) 
(3)  (i)  (b)  that  pullouts  and  sweeps  must 
prevent  the  operator  from  reaching  Into 
the  point  of  operation  as  the  die  closes. 
The  revocation  was  proposed  to  make  It 
clear  that  sweeps  and  pullouts  allow 
“hands  In  dies”.  While  this  Is  the  case, 


the  language  of  paragraph  (c)  (3)  (1)  (b) 

Is  nevertheless  necessary  to  establish  the 
reqxiirement  that  sweeps  and  pullouts,  in 
addition  to  removing  hands  from  the  die 
as  the  die  closes,  also  prevent  the  oper¬ 
ator  from  reaching  Into  the  point  of  op¬ 
eration  as  the  die  closes.  Accordingly, 
the  final  standard  retains  the  language 
In  paragraph  (c)  (3)  (1)  (b)  which  had 
been  proposed  for  revocation. 

(6)  Type  A  and  B  gates.  Section 
1910.217(c)  (3)  (11)  was  modified  in  the 
proposal  to  clarify  the  performance 
characteristics  of  the  two  t:n>es  of  gates 
or  movable  barrier  devices.  Thus,  the 
Type  A  gate  will  permit  entry  Into  the 
point  of  operation  only  after  the  die 
action  has  ceased.  the  other  hand, 
the  Type  B  gate  when  used  on  a  full 
revolution  clutch  press  prevents  entry 
only  diuing  the  downstroke.  When  used 
on  a  part  revolution  clutch  press,  the 
T3i)e  B  gate  must  prevent  access  prior 
to  cessation  of  the  stroke  or  die  closure. 
We  believe  that  these  gates  provide  ade¬ 
quate  protection  for  employees.  While 
there  were  no  adverse  comments  r^ard- 
Ing  the  substance  of  this  proposal  some 
suggested  that  the  devices  be  classified 
as  Type  A  or  B  In  accordance  with  the 
revised  draft  standard  which  Is  before  the 
ANSI  Bll.l  Committee.  This  suggestion 
has  been  accepted  and  the  standard  has 
been  modified  accordingly. 

(7)  Presence  sensing  device.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  several  amendment  to 
i  1910.217(c)  (3)  (ill),  dealing  with  pres¬ 
ence  sensing  devices.  The  current 
standard  require  that  the  device  be 
designed  to  stop  the  press  If  the  em¬ 
ployee  places  his  hand  or  other  portion 
of  his  body  In  the  point  of  operation 
during  the  downstroke.  The  proposal 
and  the  final  standard  clarify  this  pro¬ 
vision  by  requiring  the  device  to  Inter¬ 
lock  Into  the  control  ss^tem  In  order  to 
prevent  or  stop  slide  motion  prior  to  die 
closure  If  the  operator’s  hand  or  other 
part  of  his  body  is  within  the  sensing 
field.  The  proposal  and  final  standard 
permit  muting  of  the  device  diulng  the 
upstroke,  becau^  the  hazard  occurs  dur¬ 
ing  the  downstrc^e.  Moreover,  muting 
allows  the  device  to  check  Itself,  which 
lns\ires  that  It  Is  fimctlonlng  properly. 
The  standard  also  requires  employers  to 
Incorporate  a  safety  distance  (depend¬ 
ent  upon  the  stopping  time  of  the  press) 
to  insure  that  an  employee  cannot  reach 
into  the  point  of  operation  prior  to  die 
closure  or  the  cessation  of  slide  motion. 
This  provision  was  Incorporated  to  more 
effectively  reflect  the  Intent  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  standard  which  requires  the  press 
to  stop  should  an  operator  reach  Into 
the  point  of  operation  whereas  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  requires  the  press  to 
stop  before  the  operator  can  reach  Into 
the  point  of  operation. 

It  was  suggested  that  a  performance 
criteria  for  press  controls  should  be 
substituted  In  place  of  the  failsafe  cri¬ 
teria  set  forth  In  9  1910.217(c)  (3)  (111) 
(c)  of  the  proposal.  (Tr.  405-406).  TThe 
final  amendment,  like  the  current 
standard,  requires  a  failsafe  system 
where  conditions  exist  vdilch  may  affect 
the  safeguarding  ability  of  the  device. 


The  final  rule  also  requires  that  the 
failure  will  not  prevent  normal  sttgiplng 
action  from  being  applied  to  the  press 
when  required,  and  that  the  press  will 
not  resume  stroking  \mtil  the  failure  Is 
corrected.  The  technology  to  meet  the 
more  stringent  performance  criteria  ex¬ 
ists  (Tr.  406).  The  standard  has  thus 
been  modified  to  reflect  this  change. 

Other  comments  were  received  sug¬ 
gesting  that  muting  of  the  device  be  per¬ 
mitted  for  a  portion  of  the  downstroke 
until  the  hazard  of  the  downstroke  com¬ 
mences,  thereby  allowing  more  time  for 
feeding.  However,  it  Is  not  clear  where 
the  hazard  of  the  downstroke  com¬ 
mences;  and  without  being  able  to  pie- 
clsely  determine  this  point,  the  only 
prudent  place  to  terminate  muting  Is  at 
top-stop. 

Seve^  persons  suggested  that  self- 
tripplng  be  permitted  with  the  presence 
sensing  device,  ccmtendlng  that  this  Is  a 
common  practice  In  European  countries 
(Tr,  530,  607) .  However,  these  countries 
require  approval  of  the  self-trlpplng 
devices.  The  procedures  and  facilities 
necessary  for  such  approval  do  not  pres¬ 
ently  exist,  and  It  is  therefore  admin¬ 
istratively  Infeasible  to  require  the  ap¬ 
proval  necessary  therefore  to  Insure 
proper  use  of  self-trlpplng  devices  and  to 
provide  adequate  protection  to  em¬ 
ployees.  Therefore,  the  prohibition  on 
self-trlpplng  In  paragraph  (c)  (3)  (111) 
(b)  Is  continued.  This  requirement  may 
be  reconsidered  If  a  satisfactory  means 
of  approval  and  a  regulation  can  be  tan- 
plemented. 

Cha  some  presses  with  presence  sensing 
devices,  it  Is  possible  to  reach  over  or 
aroimd  the  sensing  field.  Some  European 
coimtiies  require  that  all  areas  through 
which  an  employee  could  gain  access  to 
the  point  of  operation  and  which  are  not 
within  the  sensing  field  be  guarded.  It 
was  suggested  that  the  standard  Include 
a  similar  requirement  ('Tr.  326).  Since 
the  absence  of  guarding  around  the  sens¬ 
ing  field  could  ccHnpletely  nullify  the 
protection  which  the  presence  sensing 
device  Is  designed  to  s^ord,  we  concur 
with  the  suggestion  that  guarding  be 
required.  The  standard  has  been  modi¬ 
fied,  by  the  addition  of  paragraph  (c) 
(3)  (111)  (/) ,  to  Include  this  requirement. 

In  sum,  we  conclude  that  the  presence 
sensing  device  is  an  effective  safety  de¬ 
vice  and  that  the  amendments  promul¬ 
gated  herein  are  necessary  to  protect 
employees. 

(8)  PuU-outs.  The  proposal  contained 
no  amendments  with  respect  to  9  1910.- 
217(c)  (3)  (Iv),  which  deals  with  pullouts 
as  a  point  of  (^ration  safeguarding 
device.  However,  a  great  deal  of  evl-, 
dence  dealing  with  this  subject  was  pre¬ 
sented.  Many  persons  testified  that  they 
have  successfvilly  used  pullouts  for  many 
years  (e.g.  Tr.  573-74) ,  while  pthers  re¬ 
ported  less  satisfactory  experience  with 
this  device  (Tr,  474,  507) .  We  recognize 
that  some  employees  do  not  like  to  wear 
pull-outs,  that  close  supervision  may  be 
required  to  assure  their  use,  and  that 
they  must  properly  be  adjusted  to  be 
effective.  However,  It  is  clear  from  the 
record  that  properly  adjusted  pull-outs. 
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when  used,  do  provide  adequate  employee 
protection.  Therefore,  while  pull-outs 
may  still  be  used,  the  employer  must  as¬ 
sure  that  they  are  worn  and  must  visu¬ 
ally  Inspect  them  for  proper  adjustment 
at  the  start  of  each  shift,  die  setup,  and 
change  of  operator.  Necessary  mainte¬ 
nance  must  be  performed  before  the 
press  may  be  operated.  Employers  are 
also  required  to  keep  records  of  such  in¬ 
spection  and  maintenance. 

(9)  Sweeps.  The  final  standard,  9  1910.- 
217(c)  (3)  (v> .  prohibits  the  use  of  sweeps 
on  mechanic^  power  presses  after  De¬ 
cember  31,  1976.  There  was  considerable 
testimcmy  in  support  of  the  proposal  to 
remove  sweeps.  The  Inherent  design  and 
construction  Inadequacy  of  the  swe^ 
device  is  abundantly  clear  (Tr.  464-6, 
499-500) .  Some  users  of  sweeps  suggested 
that  they  be  allowed  to  keep  the  sweep 
on  the  press  even  though  it  would  not 
be  classified  as  a  safeguarding  device, 
arguing  that  in  the  case  of  a  catastrophic 
failure  the  sweep  would  provide  added 
protection.  Nothing  in  the  standard  pre¬ 
cludes  the  use  of  sweeps  for  this  limited 
purpose. 

(10)  Two-hand  control.  The  fihal 
standard  continues  to  recognize  the  two- 
hand  control  as  a  safety  device.  How¬ 
ever,  as  proposed,  we  have  added  a  safety 
distance  requirement  to  Insure  that  the 
operator  is  far  enovigh  away  so  that  he 
cannot  reach  into  the  point  of  operation 
prior  to  disclosure  or  the  cessation  of 
slide  motion.  The  draft  before  the  ANSI 
Bll.l  Conunlttee  does  not  Include  a  re¬ 
quirement  for  safety  distance  on  two- 
hand  controls.  However,  as  with  presence 
sensing  devices,  we  believe  that  a  safety 
distance  is  necessary  to  protect  the 
operator. 

In  order  to  Insure  that  the  safety 
distance  is  maintained,  we  have  added  a 
requirement  that  the  controls  be  in  a 
fixed  position,  and  that  only  a  supervisor 
or  safety  engineer  will  be  able  to  relocate 
the  controls. 

(11)  Two-hand  trip.  We  also  continue 
to  recognize  the  two-hand  trip  as  a  safety 
device.  However,  as  propos^,  we  have 
added  a  safety  distance  formiila  to  pre¬ 
vent  access  to  the  point  of  operation 
while  the  die  is  closing.  Some  persons 
pointed  out  that  once  the  safety  distance 
exceeds  40  Inches  (arm’s  length),  the 
hand  speed  constant  in  the  safety 
distance  fromula  is  no  longer  applicable. 
In  place  of  this  formula,  some  su£%ested 
a  performance  standard  while  others  sug¬ 
gested  a  maximum  safety  distance  of  40 
Inches  (Tr.  123) .  It  is  true  that  the  safety 
formula  may  have  its  theoretical  short¬ 
comings;  however,  it  still  appears  to  be 
more  appropriate  than  the  alternatives 
suggested.  We  believe  that  a  safety 
distance  formula  is  absolutely  necessary 
to  protect  employees.  We  do  not  believe  it 
is  advisable  to  limit  the  safety  distance  to 
40  Inches,  because  foot  motion  is  also  in¬ 
volved.  To  limit  the  safety  distance  would 
endanger  employees  any  time  the  stop- 
Idng  time  of  the  press  exceeds  .634  sec¬ 
onds  (T8=  40/63  =.634) .  The  theoretical 
Inadequacy  of  the  formula  is  minor  cmn- 
pared  to  the  hazard  to  which  the  em- 
Idoyee  would  be  exposed  If  the  safety 


distance  were  limited  to  a  maximum  of 
40  inches.  It  shmild  be  noted  that  the 
ANSI  Bll.l  Cmnmlttee  revised  draft 
standard  would  use  this  firomula  (Exh. 
59).  and  that  several  of  the  European 
standards  also  Inclxide  this  requirement 
(Exh.  26) . 

Some  comments  suggested  that  the 
safety  distance  requirement  would  effec¬ 
tively  preclude  the  use  of  two-hand  trips 
as  a  means  of  safeguarding  on  some 
slower  presses  because  the  trips  would 
have  to  be  located  so  far  from  the  point 
of  operation  that  production  would  be 
adversely  affected.  While  it  is  true  that 
smne  employers  may  have  to  either  re¬ 
duce  production  or  use  other  acceptable 
forms  of  safeguarding  on  their  slower 
presses,  we  have  concluded  that  a  safety 
distance  is  necessary  to  protect  operators 
using  two-hand  trips. 

Some  ccHnments  suggested  that  the 
formula  for  the  safety  distance  be  ex¬ 
panded  to  take  into  accoimt  full  revolu¬ 
tion  clutches  with  more  than  one  engag¬ 
ing  point.  We  concm  with  this  sugges-* 
tion  and  the  standard  in  paragraph  (c) 
(3)  (vill)  (c)  has  been  modified  accord¬ 
ingly.  Others  objected  to  the  use  of 
revoluti<ms  of  the  crankshaft  as  the  basis 
for  computing  the  safety  distance  for  the 
full  revolution  press  with  one  engaging 
point,  whereas  only  ^  a  revolution  of  the 
crankshaft  is  used  as  the  basis  for  com¬ 
puting  this  distance  for  the  part  revolu¬ 
tion  clutch  press  (Tr.  190).  We  have 
established  this  distinction  because  the 
crankshaft  may  ^ve  Just  passed  the  en¬ 
gaging  point  when  the  trip  is  actuated 
on  a  full  revolution  clutch  with  only  one 
engaging  point,  and  the  downstroke  will 
not  commence  imtil  the  crankshaft  com¬ 
pletes  one  entire  revolution.  This  will  re¬ 
sult  in  a  maximum  of  revolutimis  of 
the  crankshaft  between  actuation  of  the 
trip  and  die  closure.  Several  witnesses  at 
the  hearing  concurred  with  this  analysis 
(Tr.  333,  404-5). 

As  with  the  two-hand  control,  we  have 
added  a  requirement  that  the  tripe  be 
located  in  a  fixed  position  so  that  the 
operator  cannot  readily  move  the 
controls. 

(12)  Separate  controls  for  two-hand 
trip  or  control  operators.  Where  two- 
hand  trips  or  controls  are  used,  the  cur¬ 
rent  standard  requires  separate  trips  or 
controls  for  each  press  operator.  The 
purpose  of  this  requirement  is  to  prevent 
one  operator  from  activating  the  press 
while  another  operator’s  hands  are 
within  the  point  of  operation.  ’This  obli¬ 
gation  is  made  explicit  in  the  final  stand¬ 
ard,  by  requiring  the  concurrent  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  controls  or  trips  by  all  opera¬ 
tors  to  activate  the  press. 

(13)  Repeat  stroke.  ’The  proposal 
would  have  revoked  paragraph  (b) 
(8)(vl),  which  requires  employers  to 
minimize  the  possibility  of  a  repeat 
stroke,  based  upon  the  view  that  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (13)  effectively  superseded 
paragrsq>h  (b)  (8)  (vl) .  However,  several 
commentators  pointed  out  that  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (13)  had  only  limited  appli¬ 
cation.  and  that  revocation  of  paragraph 
(b)  (8)  (vl)  would  leave  a  gap  in  cov¬ 
erage.  We  agree  and  have  therefore  re¬ 


tained  paragraph  (b)  (8)  (vl)  in  the  final 
standard. 

(14)  Additional  requirements.  Para¬ 
graph  (b)  (7)  (V)  (d)  of  the  current 
standard  requires  that  the  contnd  sys¬ 
tem  be  designed  to  require  the  release  of 
all  operator’s  hand  controls  before  an 
interrupted  stroke  can  be  resumed. 
Presses  manufactured  and  installed 
prior  to  August  31,  1971  were  exempted 
from  the  requirement.  ’The  final  stand¬ 
ard  retains  this  language  in  paragraph 
(b)  (7)  (V)  (d) ,  but  removes  the  exemp¬ 
tion  where  employees  put  their  hands  In 
the  dies  (see  paragraph  (c)  (5)  (il) ). 

Paragraph  (b)  (7)  (xl)  of  the  current 
standard  requires  the  controls  of  air- 
clutch  machines  to  be  designed  to  pre¬ 
vent  a  significant  increase  in  the  normal 
stopping  time  due  to  failure  within  the 
operating  valve  mechanism,  and  to  in¬ 
hibit  further  operation  if  such  failure 
occurs,  dutch/brake  air  valves  manu¬ 
factured  and  Installedl  prior  to  Au- 
giist  31, 1971  are  exempted  from  this  re¬ 
quirement.  ’The  final  standard,  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  (5)  (ill) ,  removes  this  exemp¬ 
tion  for  “hands  in  dies’*  operations  in 
order  to  protect  employees  from  this 
hazard. 

(15)  Design,  construction,  setting,  and 
feeding  of  dies.  As  indicated  above,  the 
final  standard  revokes,  the  “no  hands  in 
dies’*  requirement.  Some  ccmunoiters 
suggested  that  the  prop>06ed  paragraph 
(d)  (1)  (1)  could  be  construed  as  still  re¬ 
quiring  “no  hands  in  dies**.  We  have 
^erefore  modified  psu’agraph  (d)  (1)  (1) 
to  require  employers  to  use  dies  designed 
to  reduce  or  eliminate  the  hazard  to  the 
operator,  and  ttnis  to  more  clearly  re¬ 
flect  our  Intent  not  to  require  “no  hands 
in  dies.** 

’The  proposal  would  have  required  that 
tools  be  specifically  designed  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  freeing  stuck  work  or  scrap  pieces 
frmn  the  die.  Some  ccnnmentors  sug¬ 
gested  that  it  is  unnecessary  to  require 
that  the  tools  be  specifically  designed  for 
removal  of  stuck  work  or  scrap  pieces,  as 
long  as  they  are  useable  for  such  pur¬ 
poses.  We  agree,  and  have  modified  the 
standard  accor^ngly,  because  we  are 
concerned  only  with  the  effectiveness  of 
such  tools  for  removing  stuck  woiic  or 
scrap  pieces,  and  are  not  concerned  with 
whether  such  tools  may  have  other  uses. 

(16)  Inspection  and  maintenance.  ’The 
current  paragraph  (e)(1)  has  been  re¬ 
numbered  as  paragraph  (e)  (1)  (1)  to  ac¬ 
commodate  the  new  paragraph  (e)(1) 
(ii) ,  which  requires  weekly  inspection  of 
the  clutch/brake  mechanism,  antirepeat 
feature  and  single  stroke  mechanism. 
Since  safeguarding  depends  so  heavily 
upon  these  mechanisms,  we  believe  that 
these  Inspections  are  necessary  to  insure 
employee  protection.  It  shovild  be  noted 
that  presses  which  comply  with  para¬ 
graphs  (b)(13)  and  (14)  are  exempted 
from  the  Inspection  requirements  of 
paragraph  (e)(1)  (11)  because  the  safety 
features  of  such  presses  are  checked  on 
each  stroke. 

(17)  Bcportfnflr  requirements.  The  final 
standard,  like  the  proposal  and  unlike 
the  current  standa^  requires  that  in- 
formatimi  relevant  to  point  of  operation 
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InJUTleB  be  reported  tA  OfOoe  of  lished  Jenuaxy  1. 1976  ae  tbe  eomphance  atiolw  In  the  event  of  the  faQaxe  of  a 
Standards  of  OSHA  o/  tbe  appnvrlate  date  in  order  to  allow  employers  and  eootrol  to  function  prtmeriy 

state  agency.  As  noted  previously,  the  employees  sulBclent  time  to  become  f»*  tTvHu«ttr»g  relays.  switches, 

available  statistical  data  regarding  point  miliar  with  the  amendments,  and  tooom*  static  output  dradts. 
of  operation  injuries  is  very  limited.  We  ply.  In  order  to  assure  onployee  protec- 
therdore  believe  It  is  necessary  to  re-  tlo^  the  provisions  of  1 1910.2ia(a)  will 
quire  reporting  in  order  to  acquire  more  be  enforced  until  the  relevant  para- 
reliable  data  and  to  m<mltor  the  effective-  graphs  of  S  1910.217  become  dfeettve. 
ness  of  the  standard.  Accordingly,  upon  Annjiuif>iiU:ioi>  of  the 

Several  witnesses  indicated  that  the  whole  record  of  this  proceeding,  and  pur- 
flve-day  reporting  requirement  contained  suant  to  sections  6(b).  and  8(c>  of  tbe 
in  the  proposal  would  not  provide  sufll-  Occupational  Safeaty  and  Health  Act  of 
cient  time  to  conduct  a  thorough  invest!-  1970  (84  Stat.  1593,  1599;  29  UJ3.C.  665, 
gation  of  a  point  of  operation  accident.  657),  Secretary  of  Labor’s  Order  No. 

We  agree.  Accordingly,  the  AqaI  stand-  12-71  (36  FR  8754)  and  29  CFR  nurt 
ard  is  modified  to  require  reporting  of  1911,  Part  1910  of  Title  29,  Code  of  Fed- 
point  of  operaticm  acddaxts  within  30  cral  Regulations  is  amended  as  f(dlows: 
days.  It  was  also  suggested  that  the  in-  1.  In  i  1910.211  paragraph  (d)  la 
formati(m  required  by  this  paragraph  be  amended  by  adding  paragnqihs  (d)  (59) 
reported  on  OSHA  Form  100.  The  stand-  (60)  to  read  as  follows: 
ard  does  not  prescribe  any  particular  *  1910.21I  Definhiaas. 
form  for  the  accident  report.  Use  of  the  * 

OSHA  Form  100  would  clearly  be  acc^-  •  •  *  •  • 

able.  Others  suggested  that  reports  of  (d)  *  *  * 

such  accidents  should  be  required  only  (59)  -Control  system**  means  aoisots. 
for  a  limited  period  (ff  time.  We  disagree,  manual  input  and  mode  selection  ele- 
because  we  believe  it  is  extronely  im-  ments,  interlocking  and  deeislcn-making 
portant  for  us  to  learn  the  causes  of  any  circuitry,  and  output  elements  to  the 
point  of  operation  injuries  which  may  press  operating  mechanism, 
occur.  Some  witnesses  indicated  that  (go)  -Brake  monitor  «  sensor 

more  InfcHmation  should  be  required,  designed,  constructed,  and  arranged  to 
such  as  the  means  used  to  actuate  the  monitor  the  effectiveness  of  the  press 
press,  the  method  of  feeding,  tbe  number  braking  system, 
of  employees  required  for  the  operation.  •  •  •  •  • 

and  the  number  of  controls  and  safe¬ 
guards  provided  for  these  employees.  2.  Section  1910 jtl7  Is  <  amended  as 
This  informatian  wUl'  provide  further  as-  follows: 

sistance  in  determining  the  causes  of  a.  In  paragraph  (a),  by  revising  para- 
point  of  operations  accidents,  and  has  graphs  (a)(1)  and  (a)(2). 
been  Included  in  the  final  rule.  b.  In  paragn4)h  (b),  by  adding  new 

(18)  Effective  date.  Currently,  paragraphs  (b)(  13)  and  (bm4). 

1 1910J17(a)  (2)  requires  that  aU  presses  «•  “  P™?™  5^ 

Installed  s>rior  to  August  31, 1971  oomi^ 

with  the  construction  requirements  set  (c)(3)(ii),  (c)^)(lil),  (c)(3)(lv),  (c) 
fortti  to  by  iSgS^  1974.  <»>  <▼>  •  <«>  «)  (▼»)  and  (c)  (3)  (vlll) ,  by 

contained  to  the  proposal,  numerous 

written  comm«it8  were  received,  to  addl-  <«>  ^  <9) .  ^  (c)  (6) 

tion  to  testimony  at  the  hearing,  assert- 

tog  that  the  August  31, 1974  reqitoronent  revising  paragrapb 

as  to  paragraph  (b)  cannot  be  met  by 

many  emidoyeis  (Tr.  152,  384  5,  560  and  *•  ^  rerising  para- 

conuaent  No.  19) .  In  Hght  of  the  unoer-  9^P“  ta\ 

tatoty  which  existed  as  to  what  the  final  eddinK  a  new  paragraph  (g) . 

standard  would  require,  it  seems  clear  {  1910.217  Medumiod  power  presses. 

<»>  Generol  requlrenients.  (1)  Nee 
instaUatlotu.  The  requirements  of  thl 
electrical  systems,  y^witoe  press^^u^  section  apply  to  all  mechanica 

do^foro^h^.obtatotocrras^te^  power  presses  installed  on  or  after  Au 
nic^  a^tance  and  ob^  pai^  ^  ^  ^  ulre 

of  paragraphs  (b)(13).  (b)(14) 
be  diin^t  to  obtain) .  In  riew  of  section  diall  be  com 

^ve.t^  time  for  presses  tas^^pitor  pued  with  by  November  1. 1975. 
to  Aucn^  31. 1971  to  romply  with  pa^  ^2)  Former  installations.  The  require 
paphs  (b)imd  (c)  (5)  hub^  ntmd^  ments  of  this  section  shall  apply  to  aJ 
A'lRust  31,  1974  until  November  1,  mechanical  power  presses  installed  prlc 
^  to  August  31,  1971,  except  that  the  re 

Presses  installed  after  August  31, 1971,  qulrements  of  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  (6 
are  already  required  to  comply  with  the  qj  section  shall  be  complied  with  b 
provisions  of  the  current  paragraph  (b) .  November  1, 1975. 

The  final  standard  continues  this  obllga-  ^  ^  ^  ^ 

tion,  but,  for  the  reasons  noted  above, 

extends  the  time  for  compliance  with  the  (b)  Mechanical  power  press  onardht 
amendments  (l.e.,  paragrai^  (b)(13)  and  construction,  general.  *  *  * 
and  (b)(14)  and  (c)(5)),  untfl  Novem-  (8)  Electrical.  •  •  • 
ber  1,1975.  (vl)  Electrical  clutch/brake  c(mtr 

As  to  the  remainder  of  the  require-  circuits  shall  incorporate  features  to  (/)  Enclosing  the  potot  of  operatkto 
ments  of  thi*  section,  we  have  estab-  minimize  the  possibili^  of  an  unintended  before  a  press  stroke  can  be  initiated, ' 


(13)  Control  reUabUitp.  When  required 
by  paragnq;>h  (c)  (5)  of  this  section,  the 
control  system  shall  be  constructed  so 
that  a  failure  within  the  sjwtem  does  not 
prevent  the  normal  stopping  action  from 
being  applied  to  the  press  when  required, 
but  does  prevent  initiation  of  a  successive 
stroke  until  the  falliue  is  corrected  The 
failure  shall  be  detectable  by  a  simple 
test,  or  indicated  by  the  contool  system. 
This  requirement  does  not  to  those 
elements  of  the  control  system  which 
have  no  effect  on  tbe  protection  against 
potot  of  operatkm  injuries. 

(14)  Brake  system  monitoring.  When 
required  by  paragnqph  (c)  (5)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  the  brake  monitor  shall  meet  the 
following  requirements: 

(i)  Be  so  constructed  as  to  automat¬ 
ically  prevent  the  activation  of  a  succes¬ 
sive  stroke  if  the  stopping  time  or  brak¬ 
ing  distance  deteriorates  to  a  potot  where 
the  safety  distance  being  utUlaed  does 
not  meet  the  requirements  set  forth  to 
paragraph  (c)  (3)  (ill)  (e)  or  (c)(3)(riD 
(c)  of  this  section.  The  brake  monitor 
used  with  tbe  Type  B  gate  or  movable 
barrier  device  shall  be  installed  to  a  man¬ 
ner  to  detect  slide  top-stop  overrun  be¬ 
yond  the  normal  limit  reasonably  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  employer. 

(li)  Be  installed  on  a  press  which 
indicates  when  the  performance  of  the 
braking  system  has  deteriorated  to  the 
extent  described  to  paragraph  (b)(14) 
(i)  of  this  section;  and 
(ill)  Be  constructed  and  installed  to  a 
manner  to  monitor  brake  syst^  per¬ 
formance  on  each  stroke. 

(c)  Safeguarding  the  point  of 
operation.  •  •  • 

(2)  Point  of  operation  guards.  •  •  • 
(V)  Hie  htog^  or  movable  sections 
of  an  interlocked  press  barrier  guard 
Shan  not  be  used  for  manual  feeding. 
The  guard  shaU  prevent  cmentog  of  the 
interlocked  seetion  and  reaching  into  the 
potot  of  operation  prior  to  die  elesure  er 
prior  to  the  cessation  of  slide  motion. 
See  paragnmh  (c)  (3)  (U)  of  thto  section 
,  regarding  manual  feeding  through  to- 
,  torlocked  press  barrier  derices. 
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and  wmiTifadning  this  dosed  eondltloa 
until  the  motion  of  the  slide  had  ceased; 
or 

(ff)  Enclosing  the  pdnt  erf  (^)eration 
before  a  press  stroke  can  be  Initiated,  so 
as  to  prevent  an  operattn*  from  reaching 
Into  the  point  of  operation  prior  to  die 
closure  or  prior  to  cessation  oi  slide 
motion  during  the  downward  stroke. 

'  (il)  A  gate  or  movable  barrier  device 
shidl  ];m>tect  the  (H^erator  as  follows: 

(a)  A  Type  A  gate  or  movable  bcurler 
device  shall  protect  the  operator  In  the 
manner  specified  in  paragraph  (c)  (3) 
(1)  (/)  of  this  section,  and 

(b)  A  Type  B  gate  or  movable  bar¬ 
rier  device  shall  protect  the  operator  in 
the  manner  specified  In  paragraidi 

(c)  (3)  (1)  (0)  of  this  section. 

(ill)  A  presence  sensing  point  of  op¬ 
eration  device  shall  protect  the  (H)erator 
as  provided  In  paragraph  (c>  (3)  (1)  (a)  of 
this  section,  and  shall  be  Interlocked  into 
the  contrd  circuit  to  prevent  or  sttv 
slide  motion  if  the  operator’s  hand  or 
other  part  of  his  body  is  within  the  sms- 
ing  field  of  the  device  during  the  down- 
stroke  of  the  press  slide. 

(a)  The  device  may  not  be  used  on 
TTMiffhiTMw  uring  full  revolution  clutches. 

(b)  lAe  device  may  not  be  used  as  a 
tripping  means  to  initiate  slide  motion. 

(c)  The  device  shall  be  constructed  so 
that  a  failure  within  the  system  does  not 
prevent  the  normal  stopping  action  from 
be^  applied  to  the  press  when  required, 
but  does  prevent  the  initiation  of  a  suc¬ 
cessive  stndie  untn  the  failure  Is  cor¬ 
rected.  The  failure  shall  be  lndl»ted 
by  the  system. 

(d)  Muting  (bypassing  of  the  protec¬ 
tive  function)  of  such  device,  during  the 
upstroke  of  the  press  slide.  Is  permitted 
for  the  purpose  of  parts  ejection,  circvtlt 
checking,  and  feeding. 

<e)  The  distance  (Ds)  from  the 
sensing  field  to  the  point  of  operation 
Shan  be  greater  than  the  distance  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  following  formula: 

D«— 68  Inches/second  X  T« 
where: 

D»— =mlnlmum  safety  distance  (Inches); 
63  lnclMS/8eoond=hand  q>eed  oesutant;  and 
T«-=stopplng  time  of  the  jness  measured 
at  approximately  90*  position  of  crankshaft 
rotation  (seconds) . 


proper  adjustment  at  the  start  of  each 
operatcHT  dfift,  following  a  new  die  set¬ 
up,  and  when  bperators  are  changed. 
Necessary  maintenance  or  repair  or  both 
shall  be  performed  and  cmnpleted  before 
the  mess  is  operated.  Records  of  In- 
specti<ms  and  maintenance  shall  be  kept 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
section. 

(V)  The  av^eep  device,  shall  protect  the 
operator  as  specified  in  paragraph  (c)  (3) 

(1)  (b)  of  this  section,  by  removing  his 
hands  safely  to  a  safe  position  if  they 
are  inadvertently  located  in  the  point  of 
operation,  as  the  dies  close  or  prior  to 
tripping  the  clutch.  Devices  cgierating  in 
this  maimer  shall  have  a  barrier  at¬ 
tached  to  the  sweep  arm  in  such  a  man¬ 
ner  as  to  prevent  the  operator  from 
reaching  into  the  point  of  (deration,  past 
the  traUlng  edge  of  the  sweep  arm  on  the 
downward  stroke  of  the  press.  This  de¬ 
vice  may  not  be  used  for  point  of  opera¬ 
tion  safeguarding  after  December  31, 
1976. 

(a)  The  sweep  device  must  be  acti¬ 
vated  by  the  slide  or  by  motiem  of  a  foot 
pedal  triprod. 

(b)  The  sweep  device  must  be  de¬ 
signed,  Installed  and  operated  so  gs  to 
prevent  the  operate  from  reaching  into 
the  point  of  operatkm  before  the  dies 
close. 

(c)  The  sweep  device  must  be  installed 
so  that  it  will  not  itself  create  an  impact 
or  shear  haiard  between  the  swe^  arm 
and  the  press  tie  rods,  dies,  or  any  other 
part  of  the  press  or  barrier. 

(d)  Partial  enclosure  confmmlng  with 
this  paragraph  (c)  (3)  (v) ,  as  to  the  area 
of  entry  which  they  protect,  must  be  pro¬ 
vided  (m  both  sides  of  the  point  of  opera¬ 
tion  to  prevent  the  cmeraU^  from  reach¬ 
ing  around  or  bddnd  the  sweep  device 
and  tanto  the  pc^t  of  operation  aft^  the 
dies  start  to  close.  Partial  endosurea  shall 
not  themselves  create  a  pinch  point  or 
shear  hazard. 

•  •  •  ^  •  • 

(vil)  The  two  hand  control  device  Shan 
protect  the  operator  as  specified  in  para- 
grai^  (c)  (3)  (1)  (e)  of  this  section. 

(o)  When  used  in  press  operations  re¬ 
quiring  more  than  one  operator,  separate 


two  hand  ctmtrols  diaD  be  provided  for 
each  (merator,  and  shall  be  designed  to 
require  concurrent  aimlication  of  aU  op¬ 
erators’  conUols  to  activate  the  slide. 
The  r^noval  of  a  hand  from  any  contrd 
button  shall  cause  the  slide  to  stop* 

(b)  Each  two  hand  control  diall  meet 
the  ccmstniction  requirements  of  para¬ 
graph  (b>  (7)  (V)  of  this  section. 

(e)  The  safety  distance  (D.)  between 
each  two  hand  control  device  and  the 
point  of  (meratkm  shall  be  greater  than 
the  distance  determined  by  the  follow¬ 
ing  formvila: 

D,=63  Incbes/second  X  T«;  where: 

D»= minimum  safety  distance  (Inches); 

63  inches/second = hand  speed  constant; 
and 

T,=:stopplng  time  of  the  press  measured 
at  iq)proxlmately  90*  position  of  chan ksb aft 
rotation  (seconds). 

(d)  Two  hand  controls  shall  be  fixed 
in  position  so  that  only  a  supervlsQr  or 
safety  engineer  is  capable  of  relocating 
the  controls. 

(vlil)  The  two  hand  trip  device  shall 
protect  the  operator  as  specified  In  para- 
graidi  (c)  (3)  (1)  (e)  of  this  section. 

(a)  When  used  In  press  (derations  re¬ 
quiring  more  than  one  operates,  s^wrate 
two  hand  trips  shall  be  provided  for  each 
operator,  and  shall  be  designed  to  re¬ 
quire  concurrent  iqmllcation  of  all  (aer¬ 
ators  to  activate  the  slide. 

(b)  Each  two  hand  trip  shall  meet 
the  construction  re<iulrements  of  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (6)  of  this  section. 

(c)  The'  safety  distance  (D.)  between 
the  two  hand  trip  and  the  point  of  oper¬ 
ation  shall  be  greater  than  the  distance 
determined  by  the  following  formula: 

Da— 68  tocbss/recand  X  Ta;  whare: 
DaxrmtntmujK  mfety  (UBteaw  (inchM) ; 

63  inmea/re can«tT=  hand  spead  constant; 
and 

Tai:=tlM  maximum  ttma  tha  press  takes 
for  tba  die  eloenra  aftar  tt  baa  baan  tripped 
(aaemute) .  For  fuU  rarolutlon  elutcb  preasso 
with  only  one  angaglng  point  Ta  is  aqual 
to  the  time  necessary  for  one  and  ona-half 
revolutions  of  the  crankshaft.  For  full  revo- 
lutlcm  clutch  presses  with  more  thim  one  en¬ 
gaging  point,  Ta  shall  he  calculated  as 
follows: 


Ta  = 


4-  Number  of  engaging  points 
per  revolution 


X  time  necessary  to  oompleta 
one  revolution  of  the  crankshaft 
(seconds) 


(/)  Guards  shall  be  used  to  protect  all 
areas  of  entry  to  the  point  of  operation 
not  protected  by  Um  presen(x>  sensing 
device. 

(Iv)The  pull-out  device  shall  protect 
the  operator  as  specified  in  paragraph 

(c)  (3)  (i)  (b)  of  this  section,  and  shall 
Include  attachments  for  each  of  the 
operator’s  hands. 

(a)  Attachments  shall  be  connected  to 
end  operated  only  by  the  press  slide  or 
upper  die. 

(b)  Attachments  shaH  be  adjusted  to 
prevent  the  operator  from  reaching  into 
the  point  of  operation  or  to  withdraw 
the  operator’s  hands  from  the  point  of 
operation  before  the  dies  close. 

(c)  A  separate  pull-out  device  shall  be 
provided  for  each  operator  if  more  than 
one  opmator  Is  used  on  a  press. 

(d)  'Each  pull-out  device  in  use  shall 
be  visually  Inspected  and  checked  for 


(d)  Two  hand  trips  shall  be  fixed  in 
position  so  that  only  a  supervisor  or 
safety  engineer  is  capable  of  relocating 
the  controls. 

(ix)  [Revoked] 

•  •  *  V  • 

(5)  Additional  requirements  for  safe¬ 
guarding.  Where  the  (^?erator  feeds  or 
removes  parts  by  placing  one  or  both 
hands  in  the  point  of  operation,  and  a 
two  hand  control,  presence  sensing  de¬ 
vice  of  Type  B  gate  or  movable  barrier 
(on  a  pii^  revcdutlon  clutch)  is  used 
for  safeguarding: 

(i)  the  employer  shall  use  a  control 
system  and  a  brake  monitor  which  com¬ 
ply  with  paragraphs  (b)  (13)  and  (14) 


of  this  section.  This  requirement  shall  be 
complied  with  by  November  1. 1975; 

(11)  the  exception  in  paragraph  (b) 
(7)  (V)  (d)  of  this  section  for  two  hand 
controls  manufactured  and  installed  be¬ 
fore  August  31,  1971  is  not  applicable 
under  this  paragraph  (c)  (5) ; 

(ill)  the  control  of  air  clutch  machines 
Shan  be  designed  to  prevent  a  significant 
Increase  in  the  normal  stopping  time  due 
to  a  failure  within  the  operating  valve 
mechanion,  and  to  inhibit  further  oper¬ 
ation  if  such  failure  does  (xxur,  where  a 
part  revolution  clutch  is  employed.  The 
exception  in  paragraph  (b)(7)(xl)  of 
this  seetkm  for  controls  manufactured 
and  installed  before  August  31.  1971,  is 
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not  applicable  under  this  paragraph  (c) 

(5). 

(d)  Design,  construction,  setting  and 
feeding  of  dies.  (1)  General  require¬ 
ments.  Effective  February  1,  1975,  the 
employer  shall:  (1)  use  dies  and  operat¬ 
ing  methods  designed  to  control  or  elim¬ 
inate  hazards  to  operating  personnel,  and 
(ii)  furnish  and  enforce  the  use  of  hand 
tools  for  freeing  and  removing  stuck 
work  or  scrap  pieces  from  the  die.  so  that 
no  employee  need  reach  into  the  point 
of  operation  for  such  purposes. 

(2)  [Revoked] 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Inspection,  maintenance,  and 
modification  of  presses. — (1)  Inspection 
and  maintenance  records,  (i)  It  shall  be 
the  responsibility  of  the  employer  to 
establish  and  follow  a  program  of  peri¬ 
odic  and  regular  inspections  of  his  power 
presses  to  insure  that  all  their  ];>arts. 
auxiliary  equipment,  and  safeguards  are 
in  a  safe  operating  condition  and  adjust¬ 
ment  The  employer  shall  maintain  rec¬ 
ords  of  these  Inspections  and  the  main¬ 
tenance  work  performed. 

(ii)  EsM:h  press  shall  be  inspected  and 
tested  no  less  than  weekly  to  determine 
the  condition  of  the  clutch/brake 
mechanism,  antirepeat  feature  and  single 
stroke  mechanism.  Necessary  mainte¬ 
nance  or  repcdr  or  both  shall  be  per- 
fcumied  and  completed  before  the  press 
is  operated.  The  employer  shall  maintain 
records  of  these  inspections  and  the 
maintenance  work  peilormed.  These  re- 
qulrem^its  do  not  apply  to  those  presses 
which  comply  with  paragraphs  (b)  (13) 
and  (14)  of  this  section. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)  Reports  of  injuries  to  employees 
operating  mechanical  power  presses.  Ihe 
employer  shall,  within  30  days  of  the 
occurrence,  report  to  either  the  Director 
of  the  Office  of  Standards  Development. 
OSHA,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20210,  or  the  State  agency 
administering  a  plan  approved  by  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health,  all  point  of 
(g>eration  Injiuies  to  operators  or  other 
employees.  The  following  information 
shall  be  Included  in  the  report; 

(1)  Employer’s  name,  address  and 
location  of  the  workplace  (establish¬ 
ment)  . 

(ii)  Employee’s  name,  injmr  sus¬ 
tained.  and  the  task  being  performed 
(operation,  set-up,  maintenance,  or 
other) . 

(ill)  Type  of  clutch  used  on  the  press 
(full  revolution,  part  revolution,  or  direct 
drive) . 

(iv)  Type  of  safeguard(s)  being  used 
(two  hand  control,  two  hand  trip,  pull¬ 
outs.  sweeps,  or  other) .  If  the  safeguard 
is  not  described  in  this  section,  give  a 
complete  description. 

(V)  Cause  of  the  accident  (repeat  of 
press,  safeguard  failure,  removing  stuck 
part  or  scrap,  no  safeguard  provided,  no 
safeguard  in  use,  or  other) . 

(vi)  Type  of  feeding  (manual  with 
hands  in  dies  or  with  hands  out  of  dies* 
semlautCHnatic,  automatic,  or  other). 


(vil)  Means  used  to  actuate  luress 
stroke  (foot  trip,  foot  control,  hand  trip, 
hand  control,  or  other) . 

(viii)  Number  of  operators  required 
for  the  operatimi  and  the  number  of 
operators  provided  with  contnds  and- 
safeguards. 

(Secs.  6(b),  8(c).  Pub.  Law  91-606,  84  Stat. 
1593,  1599  (29  tJB.O.  656,  667),  Secretary 
of  Labor’s  Order  No.  12-71,  36  FB  8764) 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  25th 
day  of  November  1974. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
[PR  Doc.74-28092  FUed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  XVII— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  1910— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  STANDARDS 

Standard  for  Exposure  to  Vinyl  Chloride; 

Corrections 

In  FR  Doc.  74-23176  beginning  at  39 
FR  35890  in  the  issue  dated  Friday.  Oc¬ 
tober  4,  1974.  there  were  a  number  of 
typographical  errors  and  the  Inadvertent 
omission  from  the  document  of  the  type 
C  supplied  air  respirator,  continuous  flow 
type,  with  full  or  half  facepiece  helmet 
or  hood  for  exposures  not  over  1,000  ppm. 

As  was  stat^  in  the  preamble  to  the 
standard,  we  concluded  that  the  sugges¬ 
tions  of  ^wln  Hyatt,  the  OSHA  consult¬ 
ant  on  respirators,  were  meritorious,  and 
we  intended  to  closely  follow  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  contained  in  his  testi¬ 
mony  (39  FR  35894,  2nd  column.  4th 
paragraph) .  Hyatt  and  several  industrial 
spokesmen  recommended  the  use  of  cer¬ 
tain  respirators,  including  the  tjrpe  C 
supplied  air  respirator,  continuous  flow 
type,  with  full  or  half  facepiece,  helmet 
or  hood  for  exposures  not  over  1,000  ppm 
(see  e.g.  Tr.  92-3, 317) .  All  of  the  respira¬ 
tors  that  were  recommended  by  Hyatt 
were  included  in  the  Document,  except 
for  the  type  C  supplied  air  respirator, 
continuous  flow  type,  with  full  or  half 
facepiece,  helmet  or  hood,  which  was  not 
Included  in  the  document  solely  because 
of  an  Inadvertent  oniission. 

Accordingly,  FR  Doc.  74-23176  begin¬ 
ning  at  39  FR  35890  of  the  issue  dated 
Friday,  October  4,  1D74,  is  corrected  as 
follows: 

1.  In  paragraph  1(2),  1st  paragraph. 
17th  line  (2hd  column,  35890)  chaf¬ 
ing  “(30  FR  3874)“  to  read  “(39  FR 
3874)’’. 

2.  In  paragraph  1(7),  22nd  line  (1st 
coltmm,  35891),  by  changing  “experi¬ 
ence"  to  read  “expertise”. 

3.  In  paragraph  11(2) ,  4th  paragraph, 
3rd  line  (3rd  column,  35891) ,  by  changing 
“necesasrily”  to  read  “necessarily”. 

4.  In  paragraph  n(4) ,  4th  paragraph. 
5th  line  (3rd  column,  35892) ,  by  chang¬ 
ing  “unacceptable”  to  read  “unaccept¬ 
ably". 

5.  m  paragraph  in(2) ,  2nd  paragraph. 
6th  line  (2nd  column.  35893) ,  by  chang¬ 
ing  “release”  to  read  “releases”. 


6.  In  paragr£q}h  in(7) ,  6th  paragraph, 

8th  and  9th  lines  (2nd  column.  35894)  by 
changing  “.  .  .  testimony  of  SPI  and 
B.  P.  Goodrich  (TR”  to  read  “.  .  .  testi¬ 
mony.  Industrial  spokesman  also  agreed”. 

7.  In  paragraph  mdO),  2nd  para¬ 
graph.  7th  line  (1st  column.  35895)  by 
changing  “imwieldly”  to  read  “un¬ 
wieldy”. 

8.  In  paragraph  in(15).  2nd  para¬ 

graph,  2nd  line  (1st  colunm  35896)  by 
changing  “preceding”  to  read  “proceed¬ 
ing”.  \ 

9.  In  S  1910.93q(a)(l),  5th  line.  (1st 
column  35896)  by  changing  “75015”  to 
read  “75014”. 

10.  In  S  1910.93q(b)  (7) .  51h  line  (2nd 
column  35896) ,  by  changi^  “because”  to 

11.  In  s  1910.‘93q(g)  (4)  (ii)  (B) ,  1st  line 
(2nd  column  35897)  by  changing  “Type” 
to  read  “Combination  type”. 

12.  In  S  1910.93q(g)  (4)  (1st  column 
35897)  by  renumbering  paragraphs  (ill) 
through  (V)  as  (Iv)  through  (vl)  and  by 
Inserting  a  new  paragraph  (lii)  to  read 
as  follows: 

“(ill)  Not  over  1,000  Type  C,  supplied 
ppm.  air  respirator, 

continuous  flow 
type,  with  full 
or  half  face- 
piece,  helmet  or 
hood.” 

13.  In  §  1910.93q(J) .  16th  line  (2nd  col¬ 
umn  35897)  by  changing  “(11)”  to  read 
“(lU)”. 

14.  m  !  1910.93qa)(l),  lines  4  and  5 
(1st  column  35898)  by  changing: 

CANCER-SxrSPECT  AGENT  AREA  AtTTHORIZED 
Personnel  Onlt 

to  read: 

Cancer-Suspect  Agent  Area 
Authorized  Personnel  Onlt 

15.  In  S  1910.93q(l)  (2) .  lines  5. 6  and  7 
(1st  column  35898)  by  changing; 

Cancer-Suspect  Agent  in  This  Area  Proteo- 
TTvx  Equipment  BEQxnRxo  Authorized 
Personnel  Onlt 

to  read: 

Cancer-Suspect  Agent  in  This  Area 
Protkctite  Equipment  Required 
Authorized  Personnel  Onlt 

16.  In  §  1910.93q  (1)  (3).  lines  5  and  6 
(1st  column  35898)  by  changing: 

Contaminated  with 

ViNTL  Chloride  Cancer-Suspect  Agent 
to  read; 

Contaminated  with 
.ViNTL  Chloride 
Cancer-Suspect  Agent 

17.  In  S  1910.93q(l)  (5)  (U) ,  lines  1  and 
2  (1st  column  35898)  by  changing  “Part 
173,  Subpart  H”  to  read  “Parts  170-189”. 
In  Line  3  by  changing  “legends”  to  read 
“legend”,  and  In  Une  5,  by  changing 
“labor”  to  read  “label”. 

18.  In  S  1910.93q(n)  (3) ,  line  5.  (3rd 
column  35898)  by  inserting  a  oomma 
after  the  word  “respirators”. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  November,  1974. 

John  Stxnder. 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Ldbor. 

[FB  DOC.74-28&19  FUed  12-2-74:8:45  ami 
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Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable 
Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

ICOD  72-233] 

PART  110--ANCH0RA^  REGULATIONS 
Straits  ofJuan  DeFuca  Area,  Wash. 

This  amendment  to  the  anchorage  reg¬ 
ulations  establishes  a  non-anchorage 
area  In  Port  Angeles  Harbor,  Washing¬ 
ton. 

This  amendment  Is  based  on  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  puUlshed  In  the 
Wednesday,  December  8,  1972,  Issue  ot 
the  Pedbbai.  RscisTn  (37  FR  25956) . 

No  comments  concerning  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  non-anchorage  were  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  eonsideratkm  of  the  foregoing,  the 
proposed  amendment  is  adopted  without 
change  and  la  set  forth  b^ow. 

Effective  Date.  This  amendment  Is 
effective  Jantiaxy  1.  1975. 

Dated:  November  26, 1974. 

W.  E.  Caldwell, 
Captain.  UJS.  Coart  Quard.  Act¬ 
ing  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

A  new  i  110.229  is  added  to  33  CFR 
Part  110  to  read  as  follows: 

1 110.229  Slrahs  of  Jnan  de  Faca,Wadi. 

(a)  Anchorage  grounds — (1)  Nonan- 
chorage  area  (Port  Angeles  Harbor') .  Be¬ 
ginning  at  a  polnton  the  shore  at  laUtuIe 
48*07'04.5"  N..  longitude  123”24'15.6" 
W.:  thence  to  latitude  48°07'39a"  N.. 
longitude  123*24'00"  W.;  thence  to  lati¬ 
tude  48‘’07'36.7"  N.,  Imigltude  123°23'46" 
W.;  thoice  to  a  point  on  the  shoreline  at 
laUtude  48*06'57.4"  N..  longitude  123*- 
24'04''  W. 

(b)  The  rcfiTiZotions.  (1)  No  vessel  may 
anchor  In  this  nonanchorage  area  at  any 
time. 

(2)  Dragging,  seining,  fishing,  or  other 
activities  which  may  foul  tmderwater  In¬ 
stallations  within  this  nonanchorage  area 
are  prohibited. 

(3)  Vessels  may  transit  this  nonan¬ 
chorage  area,  but  must  proceed  by  the 
most  direct  route  and  without  unneces¬ 
sary  delay. 

(4)  The  city  of  Port  Angeles  will  mark 
this  area  with  signs  on  the  shoreline 
visible  (during  normal  daylight)  1  mile 
to  seaward  reading  *'Do  Not  Anchor  In 
This  Area.” 

(Seo.  7,  38  EUat.  1063,  as  amended,  seo.  6(g) 
(1)  (A).  80  Stat.  037;  33  UA.C.  471.  49  UA.O. 
1666(g)(1)(A):  49  CFR  1.46(e)(1)  83  CFR 
in6-l(c)(l)) 

fro Doe.74-38162  Filed  13-2-74;8:46  am) 


[COD  73-180] 

PART  110--ANCHORAGE  REGULATIONS 

Anchorage  Grounds.  Puget  Sound  Area, 
Wash. 

This  amendment  to  the  axu^rage 
regulations  terminates  the  Blake  Island 
Explosives  Anch(»age  in  Puget  Sound. 
Washington.  The  anchorage  is  being  ter¬ 
minated  because  it  no  longer  meets  the 


Department  of  Defense  ammunition  and 
explosives  safety  standards  dus  to  the 
construction  of  a  public  marina  on  Blake 
Island. 

This  amendment  is  baaed  on  a  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  published  in  the 
Friday,  August  24, 1973,  Issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (38  FR  22795). 

The  only  respmise  to  the  notice  has 
been  from  the  UB.  Navy  stating  that  it 
requires  a  calm  water  explosive  anchor¬ 
age  In  lower  Puget  Sound  because  its 
vessels  are  required  to  offload  ammuni¬ 
tion  prior  to  entering  the  Puget  Sound 
Naval  Shipyard  at  Bremerton.  Washing¬ 
ton.  Alternate  offloading  facilities  are 
available  to  the  Navy  and  safety  require¬ 
ments  in  the  area  necessitate  that  this 
explosive  anchorage  Is  terminated. 

Accordingly,  Part  110  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  pended 
by  revtriring  subparagraph  (aMl2)  of 
{ 110.230. 

(Sec.  7.  38  Stat.  1063,  as  amended,  seo.  6(g) 
(1)  (A),  80  Stat  937;  33  UA.C.  471,  49  UjS.C. 
1666(g)(1)(A);  49  CFR  1.48(c)(1),  88  CTO 
1.06-1  (c)(1)) 

Effective  date.  TldB  amendment  shall 
be  effective  on  January  1.  1975. 

Dated:  November  26. 1974. 

W.  E.  Caldwell, 
Captain,  UJS.  Coast  Guard,  Act¬ 
ing  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

(FR  Doo.74-88166  FUed  12-2-74;8:46  am] 


[COD  73-187] 

PART  110— ANCHORAGE  REGULATIONS 
Puget  Sound  Area,  Wash. 

This  amendment  to  the  anchorage  reg¬ 
ulations  establishes  a  general  anchorage 
area  In  Commencement  Bey,  Tacoma. 
Washington. 

This  amendment  Is  based  on  a  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  published  in 
the  Monday,  February  4,  1974,  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register  (39  FR  4484) . 

The  only  comment  received  ctmcem- 
Ing  the  establishment  of  the  general  an¬ 
chorage  was  from  the  Port  of  Tacoma. 
The  Port  of  Tacoma  indicated  that  the 
proposed  south  anchorage  area  may  not 
be  suitable  for  future  marine  operations. 
It  was  further  stated  that  the  proposed 
north  anchorage  area  would  be  sufficient 
at  this  time  to  meet  general  anchorage 
requirements.  Therefore,  the  proposed 
north  general  anchorage  will  be  desig¬ 
nated  as  a  general  anchorage  and  the 
proposed  south  general  anchorage  will 
not  be  adopted. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
proposed  amendment  is  adopted  with 
changes  as  set  forth  below. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  Is  ef¬ 
fective  January  1. 1975. 

Dated:  November  26.  1974. 

W.  E.  Caldwell, 
Captain,  UJS.  Coast  Quard,  Act¬ 
ing  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

Part  110  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  be  amended  by  add¬ 


ing  a  new  1 110.230(a)  (13)  and  a  new 
1 110.230(a)  (14)  to  read  as  follows: 

E  110.22Q  PwgH  Somid  Area,  Washing* 

iMk 

(a)  •  •  • 

(13)  Commencement  Bay  general  an- 
^lorage.  A  quadrilateral  area  boimded  as 
follows:  Beginning  at  latitude  47*17'37" 
N.,  longitude  122*26'00"  W.;  thence  due 
south  to  latitude  47*17'19"  N.,  longitude 
122”26'00"  W.;  thence  due  east  to  a  point 
bearing  288*  T  from  Hylebos  Waterway 
light  at  a  distance  of  450  yards;  thence 
due  north  to  latitude  47*17'33"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  122*2S'00"  W.;  thence  west  north¬ 
west  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

(Sec.  7.  88  Stat.  1063,  as  ameuded.  sec.  6(g) 
(1)(A).  80  Stat.  937;  (33  T7R.O.  471),  (49 
UJS.C.  1656(g)(1)(A));  40  CFR  1.46(c)(1). 
83CFRin&-l(c)(l)) 

iro  000.74-28164  Filed  12-3-74:8:46  am] 


{COD  74-214] 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

VermKon  River,  La. 

This  aBsendment  changes  ttw  regula¬ 
tions  tor  the  highway  drawbricige  across 
the  Vermilion  Rtser.  mile  34.2  to  require 
that  the  draw  open  on  signal  from  9  p  jn. 
to  5  a.m.  If  at  least  12  hours  notice  is 
given.  From  5  ajn.  to  9  pjn.  the  draw 
will  open  on  signaL  This  amendment 
was  circulated  as  a  public  notice  dated 
25  September  1974  by  the  Commander, 
Eighth  Coast  Ouard  District,  and  was 
published  In  the  Federal  Recistcr  as  a 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (CGD  74- 
214)  on  September  19,  1974  (39  FR 
33710) .  The  one  response  received  had  no 
objection  to  the  proposal. 

Accordingly.  Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows; 

In  |117.540<b)(3).  insert  the  words 
"Vermilion  River,  mile  34.2,  S-82  high¬ 
way  drawbridge,  three  nJles  south  of 
Milton”,  immediately  after  the  words 
“Vermilion  River,  mile  26.0,  S-14  high¬ 
way  drawbridge  at  Abbeville”  In  the  list¬ 
ing. 

(Sec.  6.  28  stat.  862.  as  amended,  sec  6(g) 
(3).  80  Stat.  987;^  33  UA.C.  499,  49  UA.C. 
1666(g)  (3):  49  CTO  1.46(c)  (8),  83  CFR  1.08- 
1(c) (4)) 

Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  January  1, 1975. 

Dated:  November  26, 1974. 

W.  E.  Caldwell, 
Captain,  UJS.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  En¬ 
vironment  and  Systems. 

iroDoe.74-28170  FUed  12-3-74;  8:46  am] 


ICOD  6-74-06R] 

PART  127— SECURITY  ZONES 

Hampton  Roads — ^James  River — 
Newport  News,  Va. 

This  amendment  to  the  Coast  Guard’s 
Security  Zone  Regulations  establishes 
the  waters  of  the  James  River  in  the  area 
of  the  Newport  News  Shipbuilding  and 
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Drydock  Company,  Newport  News,  Vir¬ 
ginia  as  a  Security  Zone.  This  security 
zcme  is  established  to  prevent  interference 
with  the  launching  of  the  frigate  USS 
VIRGINIA  at  the  Newport  News  Ship¬ 
building  and  Drydock  Company,  New¬ 
port  News,  Virginia. 

This  amendment  is  issued  without 
publication  of  a  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making;  and  this  amendment  is  effective 
in  less  than  30  days  from  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication.  because  this  security  zone  in¬ 
volves  a  military  fimction  of  the  United 
States. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
127  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
S  127.501  to  read  as  follows: 

§  127.501  Hampton  Road»— James 

River— Newpm^  News,  Virginia. 

The  waters  within  the  following 
botmdary  is  a  security  zone:  A  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  position  36*— 58'48"  N.,  76*- 
— 26'26"  W.  to  James  River  Buoy  No.  1 
at  36*— 57'53"  N.,  76*-26'42”  W.  thence 
to  a  point  at  position  36*  — 59'07"  N., 
76*— 27'57"  W.  thence  to  a  point  on  shore 
at  position  36*-59'35"  N.,  76*— 26'55" 

W.  thence  to  the  beginning  point. 

(40  Stat.  220,  as  amended.  (I  1.  63  Stat.  603,) 

I  6(b),  80  Stat.  937;  SO  UA.C.  I  191,  (14  UA.C. 
191,)  49  ITA.C.  il65S(b);  E.O.  10173,  E.O. 
10277,  E.O.  10352,  E.O.  11249;  3  CFR.  1949- 
1953  Comp.  356,  778,  873,  3  CFR,  1964-1965 
Comp.  349,  33  CFR  Part  6,  49  CFR  1.46(b) ) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  from  1115R  to  1330R,  Decem¬ 
ber  14, 1974. 

Q.  N.  Wood, 

Captain.  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  Captain  of  the  Port, 
Hampton  Roads  Area. 

[FR  Doc.74r-28169  Filed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 

Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  PROCUREMENT 
REGULATIONS 
(FPR  Arndt.  136] 

PART  1-1— GENERAL 
Subpart  1-1.3 — General  Policies 
Preference  for  U.S.  Flag  Air  Carriers 

This  amendment  of  the  Federal  Pro¬ 
curement  Regulaticms  changes  the  defi¬ 
nition  of  a  U.S.  flag  air  carrier  in  the 
contract  clause  which  is  prescribed  by 
1  1-1.323-2.  The  change  involves  the  de¬ 
letion  of  language  which  limits  the  defl- 
nltion  to  air  carriers  performing  sched¬ 
uled  operations  over  specified  routes.  As 
changed,  the  deflnition  now  includes 
nonscheduled  air  carriers. 

Sectlcm  1-1.323-2  Is  amended  to 
change  paragraph  (c)  (2)  of  the  clause 
which  is  prescribed  in  the  section  as 
follows; 

I  1—1.323—2  Clause. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Preferknce  fob  UB.  Flag  Aib  Carriebs 

•  •  •  •  • 

(«)••• 

(2)  **nB.  flag  air  carrier"  means  one  of  a 
tdiLMm  of  air  carriers  holding  a  oerUflcate  of 
publlo  convenlenoe  and  necessity  Issued  by 


the  OItU  Aeronautics  Board,  approved  by  the 
President,  authorizing  operatlens  between 
the  United  States  and/or  Its  territories  and 
one  or  more  foreign  countries. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(Sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C.  486(c)) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  October  21, 1974. 

Dated;  November  22, 1974. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

(FR  Doc.74-28162  FUed  12-2-74;8:46  am] 


Title  45 — Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  I— OFRCE  OF  EDUCATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

PART  127— GRANTS  FOR  DEMONSTRA¬ 
TION  PROJECTS  TO  IMPROVE  SCHOOL 

health  and  nutrition  services 

FOR  CHILDREN  FROM  LOW-INCOME 
FAMIUES 

Notice  of  pr(H>osed  rule  making  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  19,  1974  (39  FR  10257)  setting 
forth  proposed  regiflations  governing  the 
administration  of  a  program  for  demmi- 
stration  projects  under  the  Elementary 
and  Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended  (20  U.S.C.  887a) .  This  program 
provides  flnancial  assistance  for  demon¬ 
stration  projects  designed  to  improve 
school  health  and  nutrition  services  for 
children  from  low-income  families. 
Pursuant  to  Section  503  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1972  (Public  Law  92- 
318) ,  a  public  hearing  was  held  on  April 
16,  1974,  in  Washington,  D.C.  and  com¬ 
ments  were  received  tm  the  proposed 
regulations.  In  addition,  written  com¬ 
ments  were  received  and  considered. 

1.  Summary  of  comments — Comment. 
Section  127.9  should  specify  the  require' 
ments  of  a  physical  examination. 

Response.  No  single  deflnition  of  a 
physical  examination  would  be  suitable 
for  all  circumstances,  and  because  the 
program  of  demonstration  projects  to  im¬ 
prove  school  health  and  nutrition  serv¬ 
ices  for  children  from  low-income  fami¬ 
lies  is  primarily  one  of  coordinating  exist¬ 
ing  services,  it  would  be  Inappropriate  to 
set  standards  which  might  conflict  with 
locally  established  practices.  No  change 
was  made  to  the  regulations. 

Comment.  Outside  contractors  should 
not  be  permitted  to  be  grantees  under 
S  127.3  or  service  providers  under  SS  127.9 
and  127.10  because  they  may  prove  to 
be  unresponsive  to  commiuiity  and  pro¬ 
gram  ne^. 

Response.  Section  808(a)  of  the  Act 
permits  private  organizations  to  be 
grantees  under  certain  appropriate  cir¬ 
cumstances.  Further,  Section  808(b)  (1) 
of  the  Act  indicates  that  funds  granted 
under  the  program  are  to  be  used  by 
local  education  agencies  to  coordinate 
existing  services  rather  than  for  the 
creation  of  new  services,  and  in  many 
cases,  the  only  existing  services  are  pro¬ 
vided  by  outside  contractors.  Finally,  the 
local  advisory  committee,  as  set  forth  in 
i  127.7,  will  exert  a  measure  of  control 
over  the  contracted  services  so  that  they 
Trill  be  responsive  to  ccHnmunity  and  pro¬ 


gram  needs.  No  change  was  made  to  the 
regulations. 

Comment.  The  provisions  of  S  127.4  of 
the  regulations  should  be  altered  to  allow 
all  schoolchildren  to  receive  pn^n^am 
services. 

Response.  Sections  808(b)  and  808(c) 
direct  program  beneflts  to  children  of 
low-income  families.  No  change  was 
made  to  the  regulations. 

Comment.  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  income  eligibility  criteria  should 
be  added  to  §  127.4. 

Response.  Paragraph  (d)  has  been 
added  to  S  127.4  to  apply  where  the 
health  service  provider  customarily  uses 
an  Income  level  criteria  similar  to  the 
prevailing  USDA  criteria  In  determining 
the  cut-off  level  for  free  care. 

Comment.  Local  community  action 
agencies  should  be  Included  in  the  pro¬ 
gram.  Speciflcally,  such  agencies  should 
be  (1)  eligible  as  grantees  under  S  127.3. 
(2)  Included  in  the  project  advisory  com¬ 
mittees  under  S  127.7  and  (3)  consulted 
under  the  provisions  of  §  127.5(b)  (1) . 

Response.  Community  action  agencies 
are  not  precluded  from  becoming  grant¬ 
ees  if  they  meet  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  the  legislation  and  may  be 
members  of  the  project  advisory  com¬ 
mittees  and  may  be  consulted  if  they 
are  interested  agencies  in  the  community 
consistent  with  §§  127.7(b)  (2),  127.5 
(b)(1)  and  127.7(c).  No  change  was 
made  to  the  regulations. 

Comment.  The  deflnltlons  as  set  forth 
in  S  127.2  of  ETiildren  and  Youth  Project, 
and  Neighborhood  Health  Center  should 
be  changed  to  reflect  legislative  changes 
which  occurred  after  publication  of  the 
proposed  regulations. 

Response.  The  deflnitions  have  been 
changed  as  appropriate  in  S  127.2. 

Comment.  A  requirement  for  classroom 
instruction  and  experience  with  respect 
to  nutrition  education  should  be  included 
in  §  127.11. 

Response.  The  requirement  has  been 
Included  in  S  127.11. 

Comment.  The  provision  in  S  127.3 
limiting  initial  operation  of  a  project  to 
four  schools  and  1,500  students  should  be 
delected  to  eliminate  problems  observed 
in  some  localities  resulting  from  these 
restrictions. 

Response.  The  provision  has  been 
deleted. 

2.  Additional  changes.  After  making 
the  changes  to  correct  minor  technical 
and  gramatical  errors,  Part  127  of  Title 
45  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

3.  Effective  Date.  Pursuant  to  Section 
431(d)  of  the  General  Education  Provi¬ 
sion  Act.  as  amended,  (20  U.S.C.  1232(d) ) 
these  regulations  have  been  transmitted 
to  the  Congress  concurrently  with  the 
publication  of  this  document  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  That  section  provides  that 
regulations  subject  thereto  shall  become 
effective  on  the  forty-flfth  day  following 
the  date  of  such  transmission,  subject  to 
the  provisions  therein  concerning  Con¬ 
gressional  action  and  adjournment. 
(Catalog  <a  Federal  Domestio  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.623,  Demonstration  Projects 
In  School  Health  and  Nutrition  Servloes  for 
Children  from  Low-Income  FamUles) 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  233— TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  3.  1974 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


41851 


Dated:  November  1, 1974. 

T.H.BELL. 

U,S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 
Approved:  November  25, 1974. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

The  following  new  Part  127  Is  added 
to  45  CFR  Chapter  I: 

Sec. 

127.1  Scope  and  puzpose. 

127.2  Definitions. 

127A  Eligibility  for  grants. 

127.4  Children  who  may  hh  served. 

127.6  Applications. 

127.6  Review  and  disposition  of  applica¬ 

tions. 

127.7  Advisory  committee. 

127.8  use  of  funds. 

127A  Bealth  services. 

127.10  Mental  health  services. 

127.11  Nutritional  services. 

187.12  Edueatlonal  services. 

Aittboiutt:  Sec.  164  of  PX.  91-230,  84  Stat. 
153  (20  U.8.C.  887a) ,  unless  otherwise  noted. 

S  127.1  Scope  and  purpose. 

(a)  Tlie  Regulations  set  forth  hi  this 
part  are  applicable  to  demonstratkm 
project  grants  under  Seetion  SOS  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Educatkm 
Act  of  1965,  as  amended,  to  improve 
school  health  and  nutrition  services  and 
activities  for  children  from  low-income 
families. 

(b)  Grants  may  be  made  imder  this 
part  to  local  educational  agencies  and, 
under  exceptional  circumstances,  to  non¬ 
profit  private  educational  organizations 
to  support  demonstration  projects  de¬ 
signed  to  improve  health  and  nutrition 
services  in  public  and  private  schools 
serving  areas  with  high  concentrations  of 
children  from  low-income  families. 

(c)  Projects  assisted  under  this  part 
shall  be  designed  to  demonstrate  exem¬ 
plary  methods  of  organizing  a  system  of 
health,  nutrition  and  related  educational 
services, 

(1)  By  more  effectively  coordinating 
programs  providing  such  services  so  that: 

(1)  Project  target  school  personnel, 
parents,  and  community  service  provid¬ 
ers  Jointly  develop  a  comprehensive 
school  based  system  of  assessment  and 
response  to  the  health,  nutrition  and  re¬ 
lated  educational  needs  of  children  from 
low-income  families; 

(ID*  The  school  plays  a  major  role  in 
implementing  a  design  for  the  early  de¬ 
tection  and  removal  of  health-  and  nu¬ 
trition-related  barriers  to  a  child’s  opti¬ 
mum  development;  and 

(lii)  The  community  service  providers, 
particularly  federally-assisted  health, 
mental  health,  and  nutrition  programs, 
become  an  integral  part  of  the  response 
system  by  more  effectively  focusing  the 
delivery  of  their  services  to  children  from 
low-income  families;  and 

(2)  By  providing  supplemental  health 
and  nutrition  services  when  necessary. 

(d)  Projects  assisted  under  this  part 
shall  be  designed  for  continuous  opera¬ 
tion  throughout  the  calendar  year,  except 
where  local  conditions  warrant  a  par¬ 
tial  reduction  of  services  under  the  pro¬ 
gram  during  the  summer  months. 


(e)  Assistance  provided  under  this 
part  is  subject  to  applicable  provisions 
contained  in  Subchapter  A  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  (relating  to  fiscal,  administrative, 
property  management,  and  other 
matters) . 

(20  UB.C.  887b;  Sen.  Kept.  No.  634,  91st 
Cong.  2d  Bess.  60  (1970)) 

§  127.2  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part: 

“Children  and  Youth  Project’’  means 
a  center  providing  pediatric  services 
which  is  supported  by  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  under 
the  authority  of  Section  509  of  Title  V  of 
the  Social  Security  Act,  42  UB.C.  709, 
(now  included  in  the  States  program  of 
projects). 

(20  U.8.C.  887a;  Sen.  Rept.  No.  834,  91st 
Ckmg.  2d  Sees.  60  (1970)) 

“Community  M^tal  Health  Center’’ 
means  oonummity  mental  health  service 
providers  supported  by  Federal,  EKate  or 
local  agencies,  university  departments  of 
medicine,  psychiatry,  psychology  or  spe¬ 
cial  education,  or  learning  disability 
clktics. 

(80  UA.C.  8e7a;  Sen.  Kept.  No.  634, 91st  Cong. 
2d  Seas.  60  (1070) ) 

“Comprehensive  Health  Center"  means 
a  health  center  supported  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
under  the  authority  of  42  UB.C.  246. 

(20  U.S.C.  887a;  Sen.  Kept.  No.  634,  9l8t  Cong. 
2d  Sess.  60  (1970)  ) 

“Local  educational  agency”  means  a 
public  board  of  education  or  other  pub¬ 
lic  authority  legally  constituted  within 
a  State  for  either  administrative  control 
or  direction  of,  or  the  performance  of  a 
service  function  for,  public  elementary  or 
secondary  schools  in  a  city,  county,  town¬ 
ship,  school  district,  or  other  political 
subdivision  of  a  State,  or  such  combina¬ 
tions  of  school  districts  and  counties  as 
are  recognized  in  a  State  as  an  adminis¬ 
trative  agency  for  its  public  elementary 
or  secondary  schools.  The  term  also  In¬ 
cludes  any  public  Institution  or  agency 
having  administrative  control  and  direc¬ 
tion  of  a  public  elementary  or  secondary 
school. 

(20  UJS.C.  881f) 

“Neighborhood  Health  Center"  means 
a  Health  Center  supported  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  under  the  authority  of  42  U.S.C.  246. 
(These  may  have  been  formerly  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  OfiBce  of  Economic  Oppor¬ 
tunity  or  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Section  222(a)  (4)  of  Title  n 
of  the  Economic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964, 
42  UB.C.  2809), 

(20  UJ8.C.  887a;  Sen.  Rept.  No.  634,  9l8t  Cong. 
2d  Sess.  60  (1970)) 

‘Troject  target  school"  means  a  pub¬ 
lic  elementary  school  serving  an  area 
with  high  concentrations  of  children 
from  low-income  families,  which  school 
is  eligible  to  be  served  by  a  project  imder 
Title  I  of  the  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act  of  1965  (20  UB.C.  241a,  et 
seq.) 


(20  UJ3.C.  887a:  Sen.  Rept.  No.  634,  91st 
Cong.  2nd  Sess.  60  (1970) ) 

“Service  area"  means  the  geographic 
area  served  by  a  Neighborhood  Health 
Center,  Comprehensive  Health  Center. 
Children  and  Youth  Project  Center, 
Community  Mental  Health  Center,  or 
other  federally  supported  comprehen¬ 
sive  health  program. 

(20  UA.C.  887a;  Sen.  Rept.  No.  634,  Olst 
Cong.  2nd  Sess.  60  (1970) ) 

§  127.3  Eligibility  for  grants. 

(a)  The  Commissioner  may  award 
grants  to  local  educational  agencies  and 
under  exceptional  circumstances  to  non¬ 
profit  private  educational  organizations 
to  organize  a  system  of  health,  nutrition 
and  related  educational  services  which 
shafl  serve  at  least  one  project  target 
schooL  That  system  shall  effectively  co¬ 
ordinate  varloas  Federal,  State,  local,  and 
private  health,  mmtal  health  and  nutrl- 
Moa  services  available  to  those  children. 
Ihe  project  services  diall  also  be  made 
available  to  diildren  eligible  under 
i  127.4,  who  are  attending  nonpttiilic  ele- 
m^tary  sehools  and  reside  in  the  at¬ 
tendance  area  of  a  project  target  school 
to  be  served  by  the  project  proposed  for 
assistance  WMier  this  part. 

(b)  The  project  target  schools  shall 
be — 

(1)  Located  in  the  service  area  of  at 
least  one  of  the  following: 

(1)  A  Neighborhood  Health  Center, 

(ii)  A  Comprehensive  Health  Center, 

(ill)  A  Children  and  Youth  Project, 

or 

(iv)  A  similar  federally  supported 
comprehensive  health  program;  and 

(2)  Capable  of  providing  free  and/or 
reduced  priced  food  programs  which  as¬ 
sist  in  meeting  the  nutritional  needs  of 
the  students  in  attendance  at  that  school. 

(c)  The  exceptional  circumstances 
under  which  a  grant  under  this  part  may 
be  awarded  to  a  nonprofit  private  edu¬ 
cational  organization  rather  than  to  a 
local  educational  agency  include,  but  are 
not  necessarily  limited  to— 

(1)  TTiose  circumstances,  ordinarily 
occurring  in  rural  areas,  where  a  single 
organization  can  better  serve  children 
attending  the  schools  of  two  or  more  local 
educational  agencies,  or 

(2)  Those  circumstances  where  a  local 
educational  agency  wishes  to  be  served 
by  a  private  organization.  In  this  event, 
the  application  of  the  private  organiza¬ 
tion  shall  include  a  statement  by  the  ap¬ 
propriate  local  educational  agency  to 
that  effect. 

(20  UB.C.  887a;  Sen.  Rept.  No.  634,  91st  Cong. 
2d  Sess.  60  (1970) ) 

§  127.4  Children  who  may  be  served. 

A  child  attending  a  project  target 
school  or  a  nonpublic  school  serving  an 
area  with  high  concentrations  of  chil¬ 
dren  from  low-income  families  shall  be 
fdiglble  to  participate  in  a  project  as¬ 
sisted  under  this  part  if,  at  the  time  such 
project  is  to  be  carried  out  such  child  k 
determined  to  be  a  member  of  a  family 
whose  income  is  at  or  below  the  low-in¬ 
come  level  established  under  one  of  the 
following  standards  which  has  been  des- 
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Ignated  by  the  graxitee  In  Its  appIlcatiOQ 
as  the  standard  to  be  applied  tor  the 
purpose  of  its  project  under  this  part— 

(a)  *nie  Office  of  Boonomle  Oppoeta- 
nity  mcome  Poverty  Ctelrtdhiee  (45  CVB 
1060^1060.3) ; 

(b>  The  Income  level  established  by 
the  State  under  TlUe  XIZ  of  the  Social 
Security  Act.  (42  UJBXX  ISM  at  seq.} ; 
or 

(c)  The  appropriate  statewide  stand¬ 
ard  for  financial  assistance  adc^ted  by 
the  Impropriate  State  welfare  agency. 

(d>  Or  other  standard  used  by  the 
cooperattnc  community  aerrice  providers, 
to  determine  the  cutoff  lead  for  free 
caxe. 

(20  X7J5.C.  887s) 

S  127.5  Ayfdicatioiis. 

(a)  An  applicant  for  a  grant  tinder 
this  part  diall  submit  a  preappUcatlon 
containing  such  Information  as  may  be 
required  by  the  Commissioner.  An  ap¬ 
plicant  whose  preappUcatlon  has  been 
approved  will  be  Invited  to  submit  an  ap-  . 
pUcation  meeting  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section.  The  cutoff 
dates  for  submission  of  preappUcatlons 
and  appUcatlons  for  Initial  grants  win 
be  published  In  the  Federal  Rscostbr. 

(b)  An  appUcatlon  for  assistance  un¬ 
der  this  part  shaU  include: 

(1)  Evidence  that  the  project  proposal 
has  been  developed  In  consultation  with 
representatives  of  appropriate  commu¬ 
nity  health  agencies,  the  local  educa¬ 
tional  agency  (If  the  appUcant  is  a  non¬ 
profit  private  educational  organization) 
and  the  local  educational  agency  advisory 
group  described  In  S  127.7; 

(2)  A  desciiptkm  of  the  health,  men¬ 
tal  health  and  nutrition  services  In  the 
target  area,  evidence  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  has  the  conciurence  of  those  agen¬ 
cies  and  organizations  providing  the 
health,  mental  health  and  nutrition  serv¬ 
ices  under  agreements  described  In 
Si  127i)-127.11.  and  evidence  of  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  such  services  wlU  become 
avaUable  to  the  applicant  if  a  grant  Is 
awarded  (Including  letters  of  Intent) ; 

(3)  A  description  of  the  manner  In 
which  the  applicant  proposes  to  use  the 
funds  under  this  part  for  which  appli¬ 
cation  Is  made; 

(4)  A  description  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  appUcant  proposes  to  coor¬ 
dinate,  or  provide  for  the  coordination 
of,  the  available  health  care  faculties  and 
resources  and  nutrition  resources  In  the 
target  area  in  order  to  Insure  that  a  com¬ 
prehensive  program  of  physical  and  men¬ 
tal  health  and  nutrition  services  are 
available  to  children  from  low-income 
famiUes  In  the  area  to  be  served.  In¬ 
cluding  a  description  of  the  arrange¬ 
ments  which  the  appUcant  proposes  to 
make  in  accordance  ^th  i§  127.9-127.11. 

(5)  A  description  of  the  applicant’s 
plan  to  develop  new  or  utiUze  existing 
health  and  nutrition  curriculum  mate¬ 
rials  related  to  the  specific  needs  of  per- 
scms  Involved  with  the  project  and  to  new 
and  Improved  approaches  to  health  serv¬ 
ices  and  food  techntUogy; 


(6)  A  descrtptloa  ot  the  plana  of  the 
applicant  to  train,  or  provide  for  the 
training  of: 

(1)  School  administrators,  teachers, 
and  8cho(U  health  and  nutrition  pmon- 
nel  In  order  to  assist  them  In  meeting 
the  health  and  nutritional  needs  of  chiki- 
ren  from  low-income  famlUes,  and 
(U)  Professional  and  subprofessional 
persoxmel  for  service  In  school  health  and 
nutrition  programs; 

(T)  A  description  of  a  idan  to  evaluate 
the  project  as  required  by  Part  100a  of 
thin  chapter; 

(8)  A  descrU>Uon  of  plans  to  include 
dlgilde  private  school  children  in  the 
project; 

(9)  The  lAandard  of  Income  ejected 
by  the  appUcant  In  accordance  wltti 
i  127.4. 

(c)  AppUcatlons  tor  grantees  to  con¬ 
tinue  an  existing  project  are  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  accordance  with  the  R^wrts 
Schedule  contained  In  the  current  grant 
award  document. 

(d)  Assistance  under  this  part  wlU  not 
be  provided  for  a  poiod  in  excess  of  36 
months. 

(20  UA.C.  887a) 

§  127.6  Review  and  diqmutkMi  of 
plications. 

(a)  All  preappUcatlons  and  implica¬ 
tions  WlU  be  reviewed  by  a  pand  Office 
of  Education  personnel,  representa¬ 
tives  of  other  appropriate  Federal  agen¬ 
cies  and  by  a  pimel  of  experts. 

(b)  Final  decisions  on  preappUcatlons 
and  appUcatlons  wiU  be  made  by  the 
Commissioner  and  wlU  be  based  on  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  fidlowlng  crltcaia  (In 
addition  to  the  criteria  set  forth  in 
1 100a.26(B)  of  this  chapter) : 

(1)  The  degree  to  which  the  proposed 
project  wiU  achieve  the  deUvery  of  serv¬ 
ices  throu^  the  coordination  of  com- 
muiUty  resources  and  thus  minimize  the 
need  for  direct  purchase  of  services; 

(2)  The  adequacy  of  the  pzxmosed  re¬ 
lationship  between  the  regular  educa¬ 
tion  programs  in  the  project  target  scho<d 
or  scho(^  to  be  served  by  the  project, 
and  the  health  and  nutrition  needs  of  the 
project  tai^et  children; 

(3)  The  adequacy  of  plans  for  effective 
and  meaningful  parental  Involvement; 
and 

(4)  ITie  Ukellhood  of  the  conthraation 
of  project  activities  b^ond  the  end  of  the 
funding  period. 

(20  UJS.C.  887a) 

§  127.7  Advisory  committee. 

(a)  An  appUcant  shaU,  prior  to  the 
stibmission  of  an  appUcation  under  the 
program,  consult  with  a  district-wide  ad¬ 
visory  committee  formed  In  accordance 
with  paragrardt  (b)  of  this  section  and 
shaU  afford  such  committee  (1)  a  rea¬ 
sonable  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
designation  of  project  target  schools  for 
that  school  district  and  (2)  at  least  15 
days  In  which  to  review  and  comment 
upon  such  application.  In  connectifm 
wi^  the  review,  such  agency  shall  fur¬ 
nish  to  each  member  of  such  committee: 


a  copy  of  the  atatute  and  regulations  ap- 
pUcaUe  to  the  program,  and  aU  other 
pertinmit  Information  iiecessary  for  in¬ 
volvement  of  the  committee  In  the  plan¬ 
ning.  operatloii.  and  evaluation  of  the 
project. 

(b)  M^nbershlp  oi  the  committee  shall 
consist  of  either: 

(1)  The  local  parent  council  if  one  has 
been  established  pursuant  to  S  116.17(0) 
of  this  chiqjter  or  a  subcommittee  of  that 
group,  or 

(2)  parents  oTdignde  publle  and  pri¬ 
vate  schoolchildren,  school  personnel 
from  the  project  target  school  or  schools, 
representatives  from  the  affected  health 
and  nutritlcm  agencies,  and  representtk- 
tlves  from  civic  or  ccmununlty  organiza¬ 
tions  from  the  cmnmunlty  at  large. 

(c)  If  the  committee  is  to  consist  of 
the  local  parent  council,  a  technical  ad¬ 
visory  committee  shall  be  established  to 
advise  the  committee.  The  technical  ad¬ 
visory  committee  shaU  consist  of  pro¬ 
fessional  personnri  from  the  project 
target  school  or  schools,  and  representa¬ 
tives  fnnn  the  affected  health,  nutrition, 
and  other  Interested  agencies. 

(d)  The  applicant  riiall  involve  the 
committee  In — 

(1)  Tbe  planning  of  the  project  from 
its  Initial  phase; 

(2)  The  estabUriunent  iff  ertteila  for 
the  selection  of  project  personnel; 

(3)  ITie  establishment  of  priorities  fbr 
the  delivery  of  services; 

(4)  The  ongoing  operations  of  the 
project  throi:«h  such  steps  as  conductiDg 
periodic  committee  meettaigs  with  project 
personnel; 

(5)  The  evaluation  of  suggestions  and 
complaints  from  parents  of  eligible  chil¬ 
dren; 

(6)  The  evaluatUm  oi  the  project;  and 

(7)  Ihe  design  of  future  plans  tor  the 
project  if  the  project  Is  to  be  continued 
with  assistance  under  this  part. 

(20  UJS.C.  8870;  20  UB.0. 12816) 

§127.8  UseoffuiMb. 

Funds  made  available  under  a  grant 
pursuant  to  this  part  shaU  be  used  for — 

(a)  Coordination  (ff  the  nutrition  and 
health  resources  In  the  area  to  be  served 
by  the  ainnoved  project; 

(b)  The  provision  of  supplemental 
health,  nutrition,  and  mental  health 
services  (as  described  in  {  127.9-127.11) 
to  Children  to  be  served  by  such  project, 
where: 

(1)  The  service  In  question  is  designed 
to  overcome  specifically  Identified 
health-  and  nutrition-related  problems 
of  such  children; 

(2)  The  servlet  Is  not  ordinarily  pro¬ 
vided  by  an  agency  serving  the  schocA 
attendance  area  of  the  appropriate  proj¬ 
ect  tiurget  school; 

(3)  The  service  is  not  provided  under 
the  regular  school  program  In  that 
project  target  school,  and 

(4)  Funds  for  the  provision  of  the 
service  are  not  avaUable  under  any  other 
program; 

(c)  The  planning,  establishment,  and 
carrying  out  of  nutrition  and  health 
education  programs  designed  to  train 
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professional  and  other  school  persMmel 
to  provide  health  and  nutrition  services 
to  meet  the  needs  of  children  from  low- 
income  families  for  those  services  where 
such  training  programs  are  not  ordi¬ 
narily  provided  by  another  agency  serv¬ 
ing  the  school  attendance  area  of  the 
project  target  school  or  as  part  of  the 
regular  school  program; 

(d)  Evaluation  of  the  project  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  S  lOOa.276  of  this  chapter; 
and 

(e)  Supplementing  funds  presently 
available  for  health,  mental  health,  nu¬ 
trition  and  related  educational  services 
for  the  target  population  from  Federal, 
State,  local  and  private  agencies,  and  in 
no  case  to  supplant  such  fimds. 

(20  UJS.C.  887a) 

§  127.9  Health  services. 

(a)  (1)  The  grantee  shall,  upon  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  grant,  enter  into  agreements 
in  accordance  with  the  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  subchapter  A  of  this  chapter 
with  Neighborhood  Health  Centers’  Com¬ 
prehensive  Health  Centers,  Children  and 
Youth  Projects,  or  other  similar  federally 
supported  comprehensive  health  pro¬ 
grams  whose  service  areas  Include  the 
project  target  schools,  for  the  provision 
of  health  services  to  children  eligible  to 
participate  in  this  program. 

(2)  These  health  services  shall  In¬ 
clude — 

(1)  Complete  physical  examinations 
for  all  children  upon  entering  school,  for 
incMBing  transferring  students,  and  for 
others  whenever  necessary; 

(li)  FbLlow-up  treatment  includlag 
ambulatory  and,  where  necessary.  In¬ 
patient  hoapital  care; 

(111)  Considtatlon;  and 
(Iv)  Periodic  dental  examinations  and 
care. 

(3)  These  health  serviees  may  In¬ 
clude— 

(I)  Plac^nent  oi  additional  health 
staff  In  the  school;  and 

(II)  m-servlce  training  of  professional 
and  para-professlonal  personnel. 

(b)  An  agreement  specified  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  provide  that  where  possible  the 
expenses  of  the  health  services  shall  be 
borne  by  the  agency  providing  the  serv¬ 
ices  or  by  payments  under  the  Medicaid 
program.  Title  XIX  of  the  Social  Secu¬ 
rity  Act,  or  other  third  party  payment 
mechanisms. 

(20  UA.O.  887s) 

'  §  127.10  Mental  health  »ervice». 

(a)  (1)  The  grantee  shall,  upon  receipt 
of  the  grant,  enter  into  agreements  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subchapter  A  of  this  chapter 
with  community  mental  health  sendee 
providers,  whose  service  area  includes  the 
project  target  school,  for  the  provision  of 
mental  health  services. 

(2)  These  services  shall  include — 

(1)  Diagnostic  services; 

(ii)  Consultation  with  educational 
personnel  concerning  the  emotional 
problems  of  the  children; 

(ill)  Cotmsellng;  and 
(iv)  Preventive  mental  health  educa¬ 
tion  or  psychological  education. 


(3)  These  services  may  include — 

(I)  Individual  treatment; 

(II)  Special  programs  for  children  with 
psychological,  or  behavioral  problems; 

(lii)  Placement  of  mental  health 
workers  in  the  schools;  and 

(iv)  In-service  training  and  work¬ 
shops  for  professional  and  para- 
professional  personnel. 

(b)  An  agreement  specified  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  provide  that  where  possible 
the  expenses  for  providing  the  mental 
health  services  shall  be  borne  by  the 
agency  providing  the  services  or  by  pay¬ 
ments  under  the  Medicaid  program.  Title 
XIX  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  or  other 
third  party  payment  mechanisms. 

(20  UJ3.C.  887a) 

§  127.11  Nutritional  services. 

A  project  target  school  served  under 
this  part  shall  participate  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agricultmre  Child  and  Family 
Feeding  programs,  shall  provide  to  those 
children  participating  in  the  project  free 
or  reduc^  price  breakfasts  and  limches, 
and  shall  develop  nutrition  education 
curricula  that  are  integrated  into  the 
school  feeding  programs  and  classroom 
instruction  and  experience.  The  grantee 
may  provide  food  or  dietary  supplements 
for  meeting  special  dietary  needs  and 
may  institute  programs  to  educate,  fami¬ 
lies  about  nutrition  and  inform  them  of 
Federal  food  programs. 

(20  n.S.C.  887s) 

§  127.12  Educational  services. 

The  grantee  shall  require  that  the 
project  target  schools,  in  consultation 
with  profeadonal  staff  members  from  ap¬ 
propriate  community  agencies — 

(a)  Develop  learning  aotlvties 
designed  to  assist  eligible  ohUdsen  hav¬ 
ing  health  and  nutrition  probieins  to 
participate  more  fully  In  the  regsdar  In¬ 
structional  program; 

(b)  Provide  assietanee  for  eUidble 
daildren  with  diagnosed  health-related 
learning  disaUlities; 

(c)  Provide  sequenced  nutrition  edu¬ 
cation  experiences  at  each  grade  level; 

(d)  Provide  sequenced  health  educa¬ 
tion  experiences  at  each  grade  level; 
and 

(e)  Develop  ways  to  Improve  the  ano- 
ti(Hial  climate  of  schools,  including 
preventive  mental  health  education. 

(20  UA.C.  887a) 

(FB  Doc.74-28118  FUed  ia-2-74;8;45  am] 

Title  49 — ransportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

is.o.  1102,  Amdt.  5] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Delaware  and  Hudson  Railway  Co.  and 
Penn  Central  Transportation  Co. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
25th  day  of  November  1974. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1102  (37  PR  13697,  28634;  38 


FR  17843,  33086,  33302;  and  39  FR 
18655) ,  and  good  cause  appearing  there¬ 
for: 

It  is  ordered,  That:  Section  1033.1102 
Service  Order  No.  1102  (Delaware  and 
Hudson  Railway  (Company  and  Penn 
Central  Transportation  Company,  Robert 
W.  Blanchette,  Richard  C.  Bond,  and 
John  M.  McArthur,  trustees,  authorized 
to  assume  joint  supervisory  control  over 
railroad  operations  of  Albany  Port  Dis¬ 
trict  Commission,  Albany,  New  York)  be. 
and  it  is  hereby,  amended  by  substituting 
the  following  paragraph  (e)  for  para¬ 
graph  (e)  thereof: 

(e)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m..  May  31,  1975,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended  by  order  of  this  Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  Novem¬ 
ber  30. 1974. 

(Secs.  1,  12.  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stst.  379.  383, 
384,  as  amended:  49  n.S.C.  1.  12.  16,  and 
17(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Sees.  1(10-17), 
15(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended, 
64  Stat.  911;  49  UJ3.0.  1(10-17),  16(4),  and 
17(2)) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads. 
Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of  an  rail¬ 
roads  subscribing  to  the  car  service  and 
car  hire  agreement  imder  the  terms  of 
that  agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  Line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  notice  of  thk  amendment  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  depositing  a  copy 
in  the  OfBce  of  the  Secretary  of  ^e 
CoBMTiiaskMi  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
fBtng  it  wHh  the  Direetor,  Office  of  the 
Fed^al  Register. 

By  the  Cwn— kiioa.  RaUroad  Service 
Board. 

[seal]  Romet  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FB  D«c.74-28aS6  FUsd  12-2-74:8:45  am) 
(8.0. 1131,  Amdt.  6] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Co. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
23th  day  of  November  1974. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1131  (38  PR  9232, 17845,  33399; 
39  FR  8327  and  19218) ,  and  good  cause 
appearing  therefor; 

It  is  ordered.  That:  Section  1033.1131, 
Service  Order  No.  1131  (Chicago,  Rock 
Island  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
authorized  to  operate  over  tracks  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company)  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
amended  by  substituting  the  following 
paragraph  (e)  for  paragraph  (e)  there¬ 
of; 

(e)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  1 : 59  p.m.,  Feb¬ 
ruary  82, 1971,  unless  otherwise  modified, 
changed  or  suspended  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shaU 
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become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  Novem¬ 
ber  80.  1974, 

(Secs.  1.  12.  16.  snd  17(2).  24  Stat.  379,  383. 
384.  as  amend^  48  UJS.C.  1.  12.  15.  and  17 
(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17).  IS 
(4).  and  17(2).  40  Stat.  101.  as  amended.  64 
Stat.  911;  40  UJB.C.  1(10-17),  16(4).  and  17 
(2)) 

It  is  further  ordered,  TTi&t  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads.  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  csu*  service  and  car 
hire  agreements  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American  Short 
Line  Railroad  Association;  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  be  gven  to  the 
general  pubUc  by  depositing  a  copy  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  fil¬ 
ing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commlssloti.  Railroad  Service 
Board. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary- 

[FR  Doc.74-28224  Filed  12-2-74:6:46  am] 


[S.0. 1163,  Arndt.  2] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 
Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
25th  day  of  November  1974. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1163  (38  FR  32259  and  39  FR 
18280),  and  good  cause  appearing  there¬ 
for: 

It  is  ordered.  That:  Section  1033.1163 
Service  Order  No.  1163  (Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  authorized  to  operate 
over  tracks  of  Union  Pacific  Rtdlroad 
Company)  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended 
by  substituting  the  following  paragraph 
(e)  for  paragraph  (e)  thereof; 

(e)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  pjtn.. 
May  31.  1975,  unless  otherwise  modified, 
changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  Novem¬ 
ber  30.  1974. 


(Secs.  1.  12,  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  S83, 
384,  as  amended;  48  UB.C.  1,  12,  16.  and  17 
(2).  Intwprets  or  appUee  Secs.  1(10-17),  15 
(4).  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101.  as  amended.  54 
Stat.  911;  48  U,S.C.  1(10-17),  16(4);  and  17 
(2)) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads. 
Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all 
railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
and  car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms 
of  that  agreement,  and  upon  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Short  Line  Railroad  Association; 
and  that  notice  of  this  amendment  be 
given  to  the  general  public  by  deposit¬ 
ing  a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission  at  Washington.  D.C., 
and  by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Boaixi 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secrete^. 

[FB  Doc.74-28223  FUed  12-D-74;8:46  am] 
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thaaa  aoacaa  la  to  RhM  intanatod  poraona  an  opportanlly  to  participata  in  tfia  nila  maliinc  prior  to  tho  adoption  of  tho  final  rulos. 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Cooat  Guard 
[COFB  73-12] 

[33CFRPaft  110] 

SAN  JUAN  HARBOR.  PUERTO  RICO 
Termination  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

The  purpose  of  this  xiotice  Is  to  an¬ 
nounce  that  the  Coast  Guard  Is  closing 
COFR  72-12  without  further  action  and 
does  not  now  intend  to  institute  addi¬ 
tional  rulemaking  proceedings  on  the 
subject  of  the  establishment  of  a  barge 
anchorage  in  San  Juan  Harbor,  Puerto 
Rico. 

Ob  Pdixruary  1.  1972,  the  Coast  Guard 
Issued  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(37  FR  2446)  on  this  subject. 

Several  comments  were  received  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposed  barge  anchorage 
which  indicated  that  its  prcHPOsed  loca¬ 
tion  may  cause  problems  In  Uiat  it  is 
in  the  flight  path  of  an  aiiDort.  Several 
comments  opposed  the  position  of  the 
anchorage  on  the  grounds  that  it  would 
Interfere  with  maneuvering  of  large  ves¬ 
sels  in  the  harbor. 

A  major  dredging  operation  is  under¬ 
way  in  San  Juan  Harbor  which  would 
aSect  the  proposed  anchorage. 

The  Coast  Guard  will  conduct  a  survey 
of  all  anchorages  in  San  Juan  Harbor 
and  it  is  anticipated  that  a  new  proposed 
barge  anchorage  will  be  developed  after 
the  completion  of  the  survey. 

If  rulemaking  proceeding  on  the 
establishment  of  a  barge  anchorage  in 
San  Juan  Harbor  is  again  contemplated, 
another  notice  to  that  effect  will  be  is¬ 
sued.  However,  the  present  proceeding. 
COFR  72-12,  is  closed. 

Dated:  November  26.  1974. 

W.  E.  Caldwell, 
Captoi*.  US.  Coast  Guard,  Act¬ 
ing  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Enotrxmment  and  Syetejns. 
tro  D0C.T4-381S7  Filed  13-3-74;8:46  am] 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Alrqpaoe  X>ocket  No.  74-S<>-101] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 
Rropoiad  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Begula- 
tkma  that  would:  (1)  Realign  V-17S  and 


V-178S  and  establish  V-178N  between 
Farmington,  Mo.,  and  CTuimingham,  Ky. 
(2)  EStaldlsh  V-llW  between  DyerdMirg. 
Tinm..  and  Cunningham.  (3)  Extend  V- 
47  Iroin  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  to  BvansvlUe, 
Ind..  via  Walnut  Ridge.  Aik..  Malden, 
Mo.,  and  CXmningham. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  tn 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communicatioos 
should  Identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director.  Southern  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  cm  or  before  January  2.  1975  will 
be  considered  before  acticm  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  The  prcqposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  chided 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  2060L  An  Informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  c^e  'of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

If  this  pfopoeal  is  adopted,  the  lU- 
lowing  changes  would  be  made. 

1.  V-178  would  be  amended  to  read — 
*nom  Vichy,  Mo.;  Farmington.  Ma; 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.;  Cunningham,  Ky.; 
Including  a  north  alternate  from  Farm¬ 
ington  to  (hmningham  via  INT  Farming- 
ton  115‘‘T(110*M)  and  Cunningham 
SOO^TCSOS^M)  radials;  and  also  a  south 
alternate  from  Farmington  to  (Tunnlng- 
ham  via  INT  Farmington  145”T(140°M) 
and  Cunningham  267*T(273‘’M)  radials; 
Central  City,  Ky.;  New  Hope,  Ky.;  Lex- 
Ingtcm.  Ky.;  Bluefleld,  W.  Va.” 

2.  V-47  would  be  amended  by  deleting 
'TTom  Evansville.  IncL,  Nabb,  Ind.;”  and 
substituting  therefor,  “From  little  Rock, 
Ark.;  via  Walnut  Ridge,  Ark.;  Malden, 
Mo.;  CTunnlngham,  Ky.;  Evansville.  Ind.; 
Nal^Ind.;”. 

3.  V-11  would  be  amended  by  dieting 
“C^imnlngham,  Ky.;  including  an  E  al¬ 
ternate;”  and  substituting  therefor 
“(Tunningham,  Ky.;  Including  an  E  al¬ 
ternate;  and  a  W  alternate  via  Dyers- 
biurg  006®T<002'’M)  and  Cunningham 
224*T(221*M)  radials;” 

Departure  and  arrival  service  for  four 
airports,  within  a  radius  of  20  miles  in 
the  Cape  Girardeau/Paducah  area,  is 
handled  by  the  Memphis  ARTC  Center 
without  radar  coverage  bdow  approx¬ 
imately  9,000  feet.  The  more  practical 


airway  alignment  proposed  In  ttfls 
docket,  combined  with  necessary  holding 
points,  will  provide  a  more  orderly 
manageable  flow  of  air  traffic,  thereby 
reducing  en  route  and  terminal  delays. 

This  amendment  Is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  n.S.C. 
1348(8))  and  section  0(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportatkm  Act  (44 
UJS.C.  1665(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  No¬ 
vember  25. 1974. 

Charles  H.  NKWPoa, 
Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traf^  Rules  DMsion. 

[FR  DOC.74-381S7  FUed  ia-a-74;8;45  am] 


[AlngMoe  Docket  Mo.  74-00-113) 

[14  CFR  Part  71] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  ttiat 
would  altar  tlw  ONwavlUe,  MIbb..  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  argumoats  as  they 
may  desire.  Commantcations  rtiouki  be 
submitted  in  trltdicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern 
Region,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box 
20636.  Atlanta.  Ga.  30320.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  18, 1974.  will  be  considered  before  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  on  the  pn^posed  amend- 
menL  No  is  contemplated  at  this 

time,  but  arrangements  for  informal  con- 
feraoces  with  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  officials  may  be  made  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  Chief.  Airspace  and  Procedures 
Branch.  Any  data,  views  or  argumaats 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  became 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  tn  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
at  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion.  Southern  Region,  Room  645,  3400 
Whipple  Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Greenville  transition  described  in 
S  71.181  (39  FR  440>  would  be  amended 
as  follows:  **•  •  *  north  of  the  VOR 
•  •  •**  would  be  dieted  and  **•  •  • 
north  (ff  the  VOR;  within  3  mike  each 
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Bide  of  the  181*  bearing  from  Metcalf 
RBN  extending  from  the  8.5-mile  radius 
area  to  8.5  miles  south  of  the  RBN 
•  •  •”  would  be  substituted  therefor. 

The  proposed  alteration  Is  required 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  the  proposed  NDB  RWY  35R  Stand¬ 
ard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure  to 
the  Greenville  Municipal  Airport,  utiliz¬ 
ing  the  Metcalf  Nondirectianal  Radio 
Beacon. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  imder  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UB.C. 
1348(a) )  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
nB.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga..  on  Novem¬ 
ber  22. 1974. 

PHlXXm  M.  SWATEK, 
Director.  Southern  Region. 

(PB  Doc.74-28139  FUed  ia-2-74;8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

r  14  CFR  Parts  207.  208.  212.  214.  217. 
241, 249, 372a.  378, 378a,  389  ] 

(EDB-281;  SPDB-38;  ODB-9;  Docket  No. 
27135] 

ONE-STOP-INCLUSIVE  TOUR  CHARTERS 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  MaUng 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-25803  appearing  at  page 
39572  of  the  Issue  for  Friday,  Novem¬ 
ber  8,  1974,  in  both  the  bracket  In  the 
headings  and  the  ninth  line  of  the  third 
paragraph  the  docket  number,  now  read¬ 
ing  ‘^Docket  No.  24908”,  should  read 
"Docket  No.  27135”. 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[17  CFR  Part  210] 

[Release  Noe.  33-5541, 34-11109,  35-18667] 

RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COSTS 
Accounting 


expense  as  incurred,  whereas  various 
rules  and  Items  In  Regulation  S-X  re¬ 
late  to  the  recordation  and  amortization 
of  deferred  reseandi  and  devdopment 
expenses.  The  Commission,  therefore, 
proposes  to  amend  such  rules  and  Items, 
namely.  Caption  20  in  Rule  5-02  (9  210.5 
-02) ,  Schedule  Vn  in  Rule  5-04  (9  210.&- 
04).  Rule  12-08  (9  210.12-08)  and  Items 
3  and  8  In  Rule  12-16  (9  210.12-16).' to 
eliminate  the  differences,  and  to  add  a 
new  caption  In  Rule  5-03  (9  210.5-03)  to 
provide  for  disclosure  In  the  income 
statement  of  the  researdi  and  develop¬ 
ment  costs  charged  to  expense  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  Statement  No.  2. 

Commission  action.  The  Commission 
herein  proposes  to  amend  Part  210  of 
Title  17  of  the  CJode  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  as  shown  below. 

§  210.5-02  Balance  Sheets. 

•  •  •  •  • 

20.  Preoperating  expenses  and  similar 
deferrals. 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  210.5-03  Income  Statemoats. 

*  *  •  •  • 

2d.  Research  and  development  expenses. 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  210.5-04  What  Schedules  Are  to  be 

FUed. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Schedule  VII.  Intangible  Assets.  Preop¬ 
erating  Expenses  and  Similar  Deferrals. 

•  •  •  •  * 

§  210.12-08  IntangiUe  Assets,  Preopee* 

ating  Expenses  and  Similar  Defw- 

rals.*-  ^  * 

•  •  •  •  • 

Instruction  1.  Tbe  InfonnaUoa  required 
shall  be  presented  In  two  parts: 

Part  A — Intangible  assets. 

Part  B — ^Preoperatlng  expenses  tuid  simi¬ 
lar  deferrals. 


77g,  77h.  77J  and  77sl  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933;  sections  12,  13,  15(d)  and 
23(a)  [15  U.S.C.  781,  78m,  78o(d)  and 
78w]  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934;  and  sections  5(b),  14  and  20(a) 
[15  U.S.C.  79e,  79n  and  79t]  of  the  Pub¬ 
lic-Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935. 

The  amendments  would  be  effective 
for  financial  statements  for  fiscal  years 
beginning  on  or  after  January  1,  1975. 
All  Interested  persons  are  Invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posals  on  or  before  December  20,  1974. 
The  communications  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Secretaiy,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549,  and  should  be  referenced  to 
File  No.  S7-538.  All  comments  will  ^ 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Dated:  November  21, 1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-2ei24  FUed  13-2-74:8:45  am] 


[17 CFR  Part  240] 

[Release  No.  34-11093;  FUe  No.  4-176] 

BROKERS,  DEALERS,  OR  MEMBERS 
OF  EXCHANGES 

Prohibition  Against  Fbdng  of  Rates  of 

Commission;  Background  Information 

On  October  24, 1974,  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  released  for  public 
comment  proposed  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Rules  19b-3  (17  CFR  240.19b-3)  and 
lOb-22  (17  CFR  240.10b-22) .»  The  Com¬ 
mission  also  announced  that  It  would 
hold  oral  hearings,  beginning  on  Novem¬ 
ber  19, 1974,  to  obtain  oral  presentations 
of  views,  data  and  arguments  and  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  source  materials  to  whl<di 
Interested  persons  could  refer  in  sidnnlit- 
tlng  comments  on  the  proposed  rules.  In 
addition,  the  Commission  is  today  re¬ 
leasing  the  following  staff  synopsis  relat¬ 
ing  to  fixed  commission  rates  on  exchange 
transactions. 


The  Commission  hereby  proposes  to 
emend  certain  rules  and  items  in  Regula¬ 
tion  S-X  (17  CFR  210) ,  Form  and  Con¬ 
tent  of  Financial  Statements,  which  per- 
[Ain  to  the  accounting  and  reporting  for 
research  and  development  costs  In  finan¬ 
cial  statements  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

In  October  1974  the  Financial  Ac- 
eoimting  Standards  Board  adopted  State¬ 
ment  of  Financial  Accoimting  Standards 
No.  2,  "Accounting  for  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Costs.”  The  Commission  haul 
siat^.  In  Accoimting  Series  Release  No. 
150  (39  FR  1260),  that  the  pronounce¬ 
ments  of  the  FASB  will  be  considered  to 
CMistltute  substantial  authoritative  sup¬ 
port  for  accounting  and  reporting  pro¬ 
cedures  and  practices  used  In  preparing 
financial  statements  to  be  filed  with 
the  Commission. 

Differences  exist  between  the  require¬ 
ments  In  Regulation  S-X  and  FASB 
Statement  No.  2  in  that  Statement  No.  2 
specifies  In  summary  that  researdti  and 
develoixn^t  costs  shall  be  charged  to 


Instructloa  8.  Show  by  major  classlfloa- 
tlons  In  each  part,  such  as  franchises,  good- 
wULete. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Instruction  7.  If  an  account  for  accu¬ 
mulated  depreciation  cm:  amortization  fts 
maintained  t<x  any  item  of  preoperattng 
expenses  and  similar  deferrals,  Buie  12-09 
Shall  af^ly  to  sucA  accounts  and  that 
schedule  shall  be  divided  Into  parts  A  and 
B  as  shewn  above. 

*  •  •  •  • 

§  210.12—16  Supplementary  Income 

Statement  Information. 

•  •  *  •  • 

Item  3.  Depreciation  and  amortization  of 
Intangible  assets,  preoperating  costa  and 
similar  deferrals. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Item  8  is  deleted. 

•  •  •  •  • 

llie  proposed  amendments  would  be 
adopted  pursuant  to  authority  in  sec¬ 
tions  6,  7,  8. 10  and  19(a)  [15  U.S.C.  77f, 


Introduction 

From  the  enactment  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  In  1934  until  1968,  rates 
of  commlsslmi  for  transactions  on  ex¬ 
changes  were  adjusted  at  Infrequent  in¬ 
tervals;  for  example,  the  commlssltm 
rates  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange 
(the  "NYSE”)  had  been  adjusted  five 


1  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  11073, 
39  FB.  38396  (Oct.  U,  1974) .  Proposed  Rule 
19b-S  would,  among  other  things,  prohibit 
national  seoviritles  exchanges  from  adopting 
or  retaining  any  rule  of  the  excdiange  that 
requires,  or  from  otherwise  directly  or  In¬ 
directly  requiring,  members  to  charge  any 
person  any  fixed  rate  of  commission  for  trans¬ 
actions  executed  on,  or  effected  by  use  of 
any  facility  of,  such  exchanges.  Proposed 
Rule  lOb-22  would,  among  other  things,  make 
It  xiplawful  for  any  broker,  dealer  or  mem¬ 
ber  of  any  national  securities  exchange,  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly,  to  participate  In  any 
agreement  or  arrangement  with  another 
broker,  dealer  or  member  of  any  exchange 
with  respect  to  the  fixing  of  any  amount  to 
be  charged  to  other  persona  in  respe<%  of 
transactions  In  securltlee  executed  on,  or  ef¬ 
fected  by  using  any  facility  of,  such  exchange. 
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times,  ox  rougblr  once  every  seven  years.*  Alter  xeceivkic  eomzaents.  ttie  Conr  Reaesfltdb  Asenrteies.  lie,  tothe  Cost  end 
Bftginnftng.  however,  with  the  Witartom  mission  tnstitHted  a  public  investigatory  Bevemie  Cosnmittee  of  the  Mew  York 
Report  *  In  1962  and  the  Special  Study  heartog  to  consider  whether  changes  Block  EachaBce**  (the  "Febniery  NERA 
in  1963,  the  exehaxtge  commission  rates  shouU  be  made  in  the  rules,  polieies,  BeporV*) ,  The  MY8B  subsequecri^Iy  made 
became  the  subject  of  intensive  study,  practices  and  procedures  of  exchanges  dear,  however,  that  its  Board  of  Qov- 
and,  since  1968,  the  exchanges  have  made  respecting  commission  rate  structure  emoct  bad  not  approved  the  proposed 
BumerotiB  changes  in  their  commission  since  it  ai^peared  that  the  commission  mmmtwifn  rate  schedule  set  forth  in 
rates,  often  in  response  to  requests  from  rate  structure  then  in  effect  did  not.  in  the  February  NERA  Repoari  and  timt  the 
the  Commission,  ftnee  1958,  the  NYSE's  fact,  lurovide  fixed  miaimwn  cosnmiwdnn  Fdiraary  MERA  Report  was  merdy  a 
eommlsBion  rates  and  rdated  proposals  charges  on  many  exchange  transactiona  study  presented  lor  discussion.'* 
have  generally  been  followed  by  other  As  an  interim  meastire.  the  Commission  in  x**t^*»  1970,  the  NYSE  proposed 
exdmnges  and.  accordingly,  the  fdllovr-  requmted  adoption  of  a  revised  oommls-  the  Imposttion  of  an  emergency  90-day 
big  discussion  often  refers  to  the  NYSE's  sion  rate  schedule  which,  among  other  surdiarge  on  orders  at  14M0  dxares  or 
proposal  and  the  Commission’s  reactlcms  things,  prescribed  reduced  rates  for  that  Icm.  to  irtiich  the  Comnission  did  not 
to  them.  portkm  oi  an  ordn  involving  round  lots  raise  any  ohieetkm.'^  When  the  NYSE 

ComnasiON  Action  Rslating  to  ^  atter^v^.  Propoa^Jo  tbe  surdiarge  for 

Faso  Rates  ^  elimination  of  requlronents  for  min-  an  addidonal  90  days,  tha  Commisskm 

imum  rates  of  commission  on  all  orders  *****  public  hgiMrUig*  cm  the  proposal  Tut 
Ip  January,  1968,  the  NYSE,  !n  re-  jn  ^cess  of  $50,0OQi'  determined  not  to  raise  any  objection  if 

dKmse  to  Commission  concern  wttti  re-  ths  midst  of  the  hearings  the  NSm  the  surcharge  sbodd  be  continued  until 

diect  to  the  operation  of  the  commission  stated  r  would  adopt  an  Interim  siidi  time  as  dreumstanoeB  warranted 
rate  schedules  then  in  effect,  submitted  canunlssicm  rate  schedule  providing  for  its  termination,'* 

to  toe  Comm^ion  a  proposd  for  cert^  voluxne  dbeounts  and  that  it  would  re-  The  Ckimmlssion  thereafter  lecon- 
revislou  ^  stiwtme  oi  its  comr^-  ^ain  economic  consultants  to  develop  a  vened  hearings  to  analyse  a  new  eom- 
don  rate  schedule,  ^le  propo^  provided  eost-based  commission  rate  schedule,  m  misskm  rate  sdiedde  proposed  tai  JUne 

Decemb»,  1966,  toe  NYSE  and  other  igTO,  by  the  NYSE.  The  NYSE  pn^iosal 
NYgg  wr  noo-fliCTOCT  broker-  swchanges  adopted,  as  an  interim  com-  departed  from  a  cost-based  schadvde, 
y*?”  mission  rate  schedule,  a  vohinia  cOseotmt  such  as  that  set  forth  hi  the  February 

jmmcQ  jfecosuiuon  oi  costomMr-omcteQ  orders  over  1 000  slM^res  st  klM 
flve-ups**  and  prohibitions  on  proce-  tinM>  hanw  ciKtoam--<Urected 

dures  then  used  by  institutions  to  recap-  r^iich  the  Commisskm  bad  tn- 

to  ctmmissioiis.  T^  Commiss^’s  ^  ineomistent  with  a  premise 

release  with  reject  to  that  proposal  de-  ^t*>rt- 

eeribed  in  some  detail  the  commlseion  uie  was  necessary  and  appropriate  to  the 

^  effective  and  efficient  aeration  of  an 

aleo  described  in  some  detail  the  give-up  jwhmM* 

and  ^pr^  bminess  practices  ^ch  economic  study  commissioned  by 

has  been  adopted  in  order  to  evade  toe  ^  jjybe  was  scheduled  to  be  based  on 
fixed  eommlsslon  structure.*  *^ta  for  toe  year  1969  and  to  be  cora- 

-  pleted  by  June  1970,  and  toe  Commisskm 

Securities  sod  Bx^nge  CkMissio^  agreed  to  await  completion  of  that 

stwJy  before  resolving  the  basic  questions 
o*  vrtietoer  rate-fixing  by  exchanges 
toerainafter  to  «s  tb*  Special  replaced  by  competition.*  The 

^  preparation  of  the  NYSE-commlssloned 

study  was  subsequently  accelerated;  on 
^  February  12,  1970,  the  NYSE  announced 
•  Th^ustomer-dhected  giv^up  sms  a  pay-  Board  oi  Governors  had  reviewed 

xaaas  Sy  sascutixig  bsoksr  of  a  part  of  tba  k  proposed  new  rate  schedule  approved 

BdnlniaaB  oommlssloxi  It  was  required  to  by  Its  Cost  and  Revenues  Committee  and 
sbarga  tte  eustosaer  to  other  broker-dealers  authorized  its  presentation  to  the  Com- 
dssignatad  by  the  customer  or  his  Insestmwit  mission.  The  NYSE  presented  to  the 
advts^^T^  aoaount  of  the  payment  was  Commission  a  study  entitled  "ReasonaUe 
^  eiea  Pt*iic  Rates  for  Brokerage  Commls- 

(Jan.  2«.  iMti.  The  schedule  then  In  effect  ^  Report  by  National  Economic 


•  Keverthelwee,  cestala  of  the  leeuee  under 
cnaarteratton  were  leeogBised  aa  haelag  been 
saMdeatly  Identtked  and  eaploeed  s*  the 

hearings  to  allow  the  Commleelon  to  Inrlte 
written  B*U>mlBBlone  and  to  hoar  oeal  yra- 
sentatkma  tat  preparation  for  the  leeolutloa 
of  thoee  laaues.  In  whole  or  In  pari.  There¬ 
fore,  a  liat  of  questions  was  published  th 
order  W  give  apeeUU:  direction  to  rlewa  and 
oommants  on  thoee  Isenee.  Securttlea  Ex¬ 
change  act  Brieaee  No.  87»1  (Dee.  31.  ISSa). 
In  reeportee  to  that  Invitation  tbe  Antitrust 
IXvlalon  of  tbe  Department  ot  Juetlee  stalled 
that,  on  the  basis  of  Its  review  of  the  hearings 
and  study  of  the  problem.  It  believed  that  a 
sound  and  reasonable  method  of  transition 
oouM  be  and  Aonld  be  developed: 

A  tranattton  program  wooM  permit  the 
Oommlartoa  to  tnstltate  competitive  eom- 
BHhelons  gradually.  It  would  be  appropriate 
to  begin  with  that  port  of  securities  trading 
In  vrtUcb  sffscttve  and  workable  eaiiq>etltlon 
has  already  been  evtdeneed.  and  where  fixed 
rates  have  led  to  sertous  dUBeolttse — i.e.,  the 
largsr-volume  trensactlons.  The  Orwnm  lesion 
eonld  thus  osdsr  the  eltmtoatl<m  of  fixed 
rates  on  an  transartlnns  over  a  certain  slae 
and  graduaUy  reduce  the  specified  else  until 
aU  salnlmum  raCee  had  Ijeea  eUmlnated.  A 
padt^  transition  would  also  permit  firms 
to  adjust  to  the  eotnpettttve  system  and 
woold  ptewlde  the  Oonnataeton  with  an  op- 
pertew  Wy  to  taka  regulatory  meamires  .  .  . 
to  deal  with  any  probleias  wtoMi  may  emerge. 

Aoeordtni^,  we  feomnmend  that  the  Com- 
mtoilnn  shovdd  proceed  to  formulate  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  tnosttioa  to  competitive  eoramls- 
Blone,  and  to  take  appropriate  action  to  put 
the  program  into  effect  under  the  ExtJiange 
Act,  Indudfeig  Sbctloit  10(b) . 

Memoraadum  of  the  Unitod  States  Depwt- 
Esent  of  Jestice  en  the  Ptxed  Minimum  Com- 
mlBsloa  Rate  Structerst  Jaausry  17,  1068, 
at  194-195.  Jn  the  Matter  of  Costmissiim  Hate 
Mtmetmre  of  Regtftered  Mmthmat  Seeurttiee 
EaOutnge*,  aetuiWss  and  Xaehange  Com- 
ndsdon  File  No.  4-144  ( 1068-1971  >. 

^NTSR  Spsdal  Msmbeisli^  Bulletin. 
Mb,  1^  1^10:  NTSX  Speetsl  Mwibarsh^ 
Bulletlir,  Nk  19, 19701 

u  Seciirltles  Exebanga  Ast  MMeass  Ne.  fOOO 
(Apr.  X  MTO), 

**  Securities  Exchange  Act  Releaaaa  Nbs. 
8923  (July  2.  1970)  and  8969  (Aug.  31.  1970). 
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small  orders  and  decreases  on  large  or> 
ders  called  for  in  the  original  study* 

In  October,  1970,  the  Commission  caor 
eluded  that  the  data  submitted  In  8Ui>‘ 
port  of  the  NYSE  pitnxxsal  did  not  pro¬ 
vide  a  complete  answer  to  the  proUans 
of  commission  rate  strucjl;tire,  but  that  It 
would  not  be  in  the  public  Interest  to 
leave  the  subject  indefinite  in  abs¬ 
ence.  Acc(H‘dlng]y,  the  Commission 
stated  that  it  would  not  raise  any  ob- 
Jectlcm  if  the  inroposed  schedule  were 
adopted  with  q?ecifled  modifications  and 
upon  the  understanding  that  specified 
steps  would  be  takai  to  provide  a  betta' 
basis  for  the  determination  of  commls- 
ai(m  rates.  At  the  same  time  the  Oom- 
miiwinn  stated  that  it  was  of  the  opinion 
that  fixed  charges  for  portions  of  ordars 
In  excess  $100,000  seaned  nrither 
necessary  na:  appropriate  and  it  further 
requested  that  a  plan  for  reasonatde  eco¬ 
nomic  access  for  non-membar  broker- 
dealers  be  presaited.* 

By  March.  1971,  when  the  Commission, 
transmitted  the  Institutional  Investor 
Study  Report  to  the  Congress,  it  had 
concluded: 

Tbe  fixed  mintmiiTTi  stock  exchange  com¬ 
mission  cm  large  ord^a  has  led  to  the  growth 
ot  complex  reciprocal  relationships  between, 
on  the  one  band.  Instituions  (particularly 
mutual  fund  managers  and  banks)  and,  on 
the  other.  Ixoker-dealns.  This  has  had  the 
effect  of  making  commission  rates  for  Instl- 
tutions  negotiable  but  limiting  the  extent  to 
which  the  ultimate  investor  rather  than  the 
money  manager  has  benefited  from  such  ne¬ 
gotiation.  As  noted  eariier,  these  relatlon- 
Bblps  tend  to  aggravate  potential  ccmllicts  of 
Interest,  to  be  anticompetitive  in  nature  and 
to  Impede  the  development  of  a  central  mar¬ 
ket  system  for  securities  trading.  Elimination 
of  fixed  commladon  rates  for  institutional 
size  transactlona  should  go  some  distance 
toward  deeding  with  these  problems.^* 


"The  NYSE  submitted  in  support  ot  Its 
proposal  a  revised  study  entitled  “Stock 
Brokerage  Commissions,  the  Development 
and  Application  of  Standards  of  Reason¬ 
ableness  for  Public  Rates,  A  Report  by  Na¬ 
tional  Economic  Research  Associates,  Ine.  to 
the  Cost  and  Revenues  Committee  of  the  New 
York  Stock  Exchange”  (July  1870)  (the 
"July  NERA  Report”).  The  February  NERA 
Report  had  proposed  a  116.3  percent  In¬ 
crease  in  the  commission  on  an  order  Involv¬ 
ing  100  shfures  of  a  stock  seUing  at  $10  pw 
share.  The  NYSE  proposal  in  July  called  for 
a  60  percent  commission  increase  for  that 
order.  For  an  order  of  1,000  shares  of  a  stock 
selling  at  160  per  share,  the  February  NERA 
Report  had  proposed  a  S6.3  percent  commis¬ 
sion  rate  reduction.  The  J\ily  NYSE  proposal 
called  for  a  10  percent  commission  increase 
for  that  order.  For  fiirther  comparisons,  see 
Table  XI-4  of  the  February  NERA  Report  and 
Tables  XI-8  and  XII-3  of  the  July  NERA 
Report. 

^  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  9007 
(Oct.  22,  1970).  Nevertheless,  by  the  end  of 
1870  It  appeared  Uxat  the  banning  in  1968 
of  customer-directed  give-ups  and  the  si¬ 
multaneous  introduction  of  the  volume  dis¬ 
count  had  not  sedved  the  regulatory  proMems 
of  fixed  commission  rate  schedules.  See.  Ad¬ 
dress  by  Robert  W.  Haack  before  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Club  of  New  York,  Nov.  17, 1970,  quoted 
in  The  New  York  Times.  Nov.  18,  1970,  at  76, 
ooL  8.  See  also  Institutional  Investor  Study 
Report,  voL  4,  at  2206. 

*  lnstttution<a  Investor  Study  Report,  v<^ 
1.  at  xxil. 


Nothing  that  has  occurred  since  the 
sulxnlsslfni  of  the  Institutional  Investor 
Study  Report  suggests  any  need  to  with¬ 
draw  tts  perception  of  the  regulatory 
proUems  of  the  fixed  commission  rate 
structure. 

In  April  1971.  at  the  direction  of  the 
Commission,  exchanges  provided  Uiat 
commissions  on  the  portion  of  exchange 
orders  involving  $500,000  or  more  were 
to  be  competitive^^  determined.  In  July 
1971,  the  Commission  reconvened  its 
commission  rate  hearings  to  receive  tes¬ 
timony  and  other  relevant  data  concern¬ 
ing  a  proposed  rate  structure  based  in 
part  on  the  methodology  developed  in 
the  preceding  year  by  the  econmnlc  con¬ 
sultants  engaged  by  the  NYSE.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  September,  the  Commission  ad¬ 
vised  the  NYSE  that  it  would  not  raise 
any  objection  to  the  new  rate  schedule 
if  certain  additional  modifications  to 
then  prevailing  commission-related  prac¬ 
tices  were  effected  (including  implo- 
mentation  of  econ<xnlc  access  for  non¬ 
member  brokers  at  a  discount  of  up  to 
40  percent  from  the  public  rate)  .* 
Beginning  in  October,  1971,  the  C(xn- 
mlssion  held  hearings  on  the  structure  of 
the  securities  markets  and,  on  Februsur 
2,  1972,  Issued  its  Statement  on  the  Fu~ 
ture  Structure  of  the  Securities  Markets 
(the  Market  Structure  Statement'), 
which  was  based  on  those  hearings  as  well 
as  the  earlier  studies  and  hearings  ex¬ 
tending  back  over  a  decade.”  The  Mar¬ 
ket  Structure  Statement  concluded  that 
a  reduction  to  $300,000  was  Indicated  In 
the  breakpoint  above  which  commission 
rates  on  exchange  transactions  should  be 
competitively  determined.  In  reaching 
that  conclusion,  however,  the  Market 
Structure  Statement  noted  that  the  se¬ 
curities  Industry  had  operated  under 
fixed  commission  rates  for  a  very  long 
time  and  that  it  would  therefore  be  ap¬ 
propriate  to  measure  the  effect  of  com¬ 
petitively  determined  commissions  care¬ 
fully.  on  a  step-by-step  basis.  The  Com¬ 
mission  recognized  the  possible  risk  of  a 
precipitate  movement  towards  competi¬ 
tive  rates,  but  concluded  that  that  did  not 
rule  out  moving  towards  competitive 
rates,  at  least  on  large  orders,  at  a  meas¬ 
ured.  deliberate  pace.”  In  response  to  the 


"  The  Commission  also  indicated  that  the 
InabUity  appropriately  to  allocate  costa  and 
revenues  between  brokerage  and  other  activi¬ 
ties  engaged  in  by  members  had  necessitated 
consideration  of  the  proposal  on  the  basis 
of  the  total  financial  exp^-ienoe  of  member 
firms  and  that  It  was  continuing  to  study 
the  economic  and  regulatory  Impact  on  the 
Investing  pubUc,  the  securities  markets  and 
the  securities  Industry  ot  competitive  com¬ 
mission  rates  on  portions  of  orders  in  excess 
ot  $500,000.  See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Re¬ 
leases  Nos.  9148  (Apr.  14.  1971)  and  9361 
(Sept.  24.  1971). 

» The  Market  Structure  Statement  ex¬ 
pressed  the  unanimous  view  of  the  then  Com¬ 
mission  (Chairman  Casey  and  Commissioners 
Owens,  Needham,  Herlong  and  Loomis),  al¬ 
though  Commissioner  Owens  took  a  different 
view  with  respect  to  restrictions  on  transac¬ 
tions  by  InstltutionaUy  affiliated  brokerage 
firms  tor  their  institutional  affiliates.  . 

^Market  Structure  Statement  at  16.  At 
about  the  scune  tlr  e,  the  Report  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Commerce  and  Finance  of  the 


Commission’s  conclusions,  the  break¬ 
point  on  fixed  commission  rate  schedules 
was  lowered  to  I^OO.OOO  In  April  1972. 

Congressional  Conclusions  With 
Respect  to  Fixed  Commission  Rates 

At  the  same  time  that  exchanges.  In 
response  to  requests  from  the  CTommls- 
slon,  began  Introducing  competitively  de¬ 
termined  commission  rates  on  large 
transactions,  the  Congress  was  studying 
the  operation  of  the  securities  Industry 
and  securities  markets  of  the  United 
States.  After  reviewing  arguments  that 
the  abolition  of  minimum  commlsslmis 
entailed  greater  risks  than  are  necessary 
to  achieve  the  objectives  of  a  fair  and 
economic  level  and  structure  of  commis¬ 
sion  rates,  an  interim  report  issued  by 
the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Securities 
reached  the  same  conclusions  ttot  the 
Commission  had  earlier  reached.  That 
report  stated: 

WhU*  It  is  concededly  Impossible  to  pre¬ 
dict  the  precise  consequences  of  eliminating 
the  fixed  minimum  ccunmisskui  rate  system, 
it  is  equally  impossible  to  predict  the  precise 
consequences  of  maintaining  that  system. 
There  are  risks  In  standing  still  as  w^  as 
In  moving  forward.  The  experience  of  the 
becurlties  Industry  ovw  the  past  several 
years  Is  hardly  such  as  to  Ini^ire  confidence 
in  the  adequacy  of  the  present  system.  •  •  * 
To  the  extent  that  fixed  commission  rates 
faded  to  prevent,  or  even  aggravated,  these 
conditions,  the  relative  "risks”  ot  moving  to¬ 
ward  a  new  system  are  correspondingly 
lessened. 

*  •  •  •  • 

On  the  basis  of  a  review  of  these  develop¬ 
ments  and  the  opposing  arguments  as  to 
the  relative  merits  of  fixed  and  competitive 
rates,  it  Is  clear  that  the  interests  of  the 
Investing  puldic,  as  weU  as  the  long-term 
health  of  the  securities  Industry  Itself,  re¬ 
quire  that  stock  exchange  members  be  free 
to  set  their  own  commissions  on  transac¬ 
tions  effected  for  their  customers,  subject  to 
whatever  anti-discrimination  rules  or  other 
protections  the  SBC  may  deem  apprcqjrlate. 
This  does  not,  course,  mean  that  the  fixing 
of  rates  should  be  rtlmlnated  in  one  step. 
Even  the  sharpest  critics  of  ^e  fixed  rate 
system  have  recognized  the  need  to  permit 
the  industry  to  adjust  to  rate  oompetltloa 
In  an  orderly  mannw  over  a  period  of  years. 
However,  In  order  to  begin  making  that  ad¬ 
justment.  the  industry  needs,  and  is  entitled 
to,  a  clear  statement  of  government  policy 
that  fully  competitive  rates  are  the  goal  to¬ 
ward  which  we  are  moving.^* 


House  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  concluded,  after  looking  at  the 
business  practices  of  the  brokerage  industry 
that  had  arisen  over  the  preceding  several 
years  In  response  to  the  abolition  ot  the 
customM’-directed  glve-up:  "Institutions 
and  the  brokerage  ccmimuplty  were  able  to 
split  commissions  by  devices  which  achieved 
the  same  resmts  as  ‘give-ups,’  such  as  the 
'fom-way  ticket’;  the  ‘eight-way  ticket’;  the 
‘step-out*;  the  ‘mirror  transaction,’  and  other 
similar  schemes  which  have  been  iq>tly  de¬ 
scribed  as  “Byzantine.’  ”  Securities  Industry 
Study.  Report  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Com¬ 
merce  and  Finance  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  HJL 
Doc.  92-1519,  92nd  Cong.,  2d  Seas.,  at  133 
(1972)  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  House 
Study). 

u  Securities  Industry  Study,  Report  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Commerce  and  Finance  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Banking,  Housing 
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The  Report  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Banking,  Housing  and  Urban  Affairs 
on  S.  470  subsequently  stated  that  the 
issues  of  institutional  membership  and 
fixed  commission  rates,  while  to  some 
extent  analytically  distinct,  were,  as  a 
practical  matter,  inseparable 

[A]lthough  the  committee  believes  that 
fully  competitive  rates  are  necessary  and  ap¬ 
propriate  tor  the  long-term  health  of  the 
securities  indvistry,  the  development  of  a  true 
central  market  system,  and  the  protection 
and  fair  treatment  of  investors,  there  are 
serious  difficulties  with  any  attempt  by  the 
Congress  to  set  the  precise  date  on  which 
fixed  rates  cue  to  be  eliminated.*^ 

The  Senate  Ccmunlttee  decided,  there¬ 
fore,  not  to  remove  from  the  Commis¬ 
sion  its  power  to  regulate  exchange  prac¬ 
tices  and  set  the  pcuie  for  evolutionary 
changes,  subject,  of  course,  to  any  judi¬ 
cial  review  as  might  be  appropriate.  It 
noted  that: 

8o  IflBf  as  cocamission  rates  remain  fixed 
and  iBsUtutloBs,  and  all  other  investors,  are 
Tsaable  to  ohtaia  brokerage  sendees  at  prices 
whtch  the  forces  of  competition  have  de¬ 
termined  to  be  reasoiMible,  there  will  in- 
evltaUy  be  efforts  to  cireuBavent  tim  effect 
of  fixed  rates.  These  efforts  have  resulted 
and  undoubtedly  wlU  continue  to  result  In 
the  creation  complex  rech>rocal  prac¬ 
tices  which  cause  inefficient  allocations  of 
economic  resources,  exacerbate  confilcts  of 
interest,  foster  anticompetitive  business 
practices  and  impede  the  develo{»nent  of  a 
eentral  market  system  for  securities  trading.** 
The  House  Subcommittee  on  Com¬ 
merce  and  Finance  reached  the  same 
basic  conclusions: 

The  fixed  commission  rate  system  hu  led 
to  heightened  confilcts-of-lnterest  and  dis¬ 
tortions  In  trading  patterns.  The  economic 
incentive  for  these  patterns  should  disappear 
with  the  implementation  of  a  competitive 
rate  system.  (Footnote  omitted.]  Such  a  sys¬ 
tem  will  also  allow  investors  to  purchase 
only  those  brokerage  services  they  desire  and 
at  prices  which  are  reasonably  related  to  cost. 
[Footnote  omitted.  ] 

Other  benefits  will  also  accrue  under  a 
competitive  system.  Fixed  minimum  rates 
have  tended  to  focus  brokerage  bouse  execu¬ 
tives’  efforts  on  buUding  sales,  with  little  or 
no  regard  for  costs.  A  competitive  rate  sys¬ 
tem  will  change  this  focus  and  will,  we  be¬ 


ond  Vrhan  Affairs  (For  the  Period  Ended 
February  4.  1972),  92nd  Cong.,  2d  Sess.,  at 
67-60  (1972).  C/.,  Securities  Exchange  Act 
Release  No.  10383  (Sept.  11,  1973),  38  Fed. 
Reg.  27243  (Oct.  1,  1973),  which  provided 
that  clear  statement. 

**  The  Commission  was  similarly  persuaded 
that  the  Issues  were.  In  some  respects,  related 
but  nevertheless  determined  that  It  was  ap¬ 
propriate  to  take  initial  action  on  the  matter 
of  proper  utilization  of  exchange  member¬ 
ships.  It  ultimately  adopted  Rule  19b-2  (17 
CFR  240.19h-2)  under  the  Act  (Seciudties 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  9950  (Jan.  16, 
1973) .  88  Fed.  Reg.  3901  (Feb.  8, 1973) )  with¬ 
out,  however,  foreclosing  the  possibility  that 
fxirther  changes  might  be  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate. 

»*  Regulation  of  Securities  Trading  by 
Members  of  National  Securities  Exchanges 
and  the  Sale  of  Investment  Advisers  o/  Reg¬ 
istered  Investment  Companies.  A  Report  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Banking.  Mousing 
and  Urban  Affairs  to  Accompany  S.  470,  Sen. 
Doe.  No.  93-187,  93d  Cong.,  Ist  Sess.,  at  3 
(1978). 


lieve,  benefit  both  the  industry  and  its 
customers. 

*  «  «  •  • 

It  Is  also  dear  from  the  record  that  the 
central  market  system,  which  appears  to 
have  the  unqualified  support  of  all  segments 
of  the  securities  Industry  and  those  who 
r^ulate  it.  can  never  be  accomplished  in  an 
environment  of  fixed  rates.  .  .  .  (T]he  aboli¬ 
tion  of  fixed  minimum  rates  will  facilitate 
the  speedy  development  of  a  central  market 
system.** 

The  House  Subcommittee  also  recog¬ 
nized  that  there  was  general  agreement 
that  the  securities  industry  had  lived  its 
whole  life  (Insofar  as  exchange  agency 
business  was  concerned)  in  a  world  of 
fixed  prices  and  needed  time  to  adjust 
to  the  world  of  competition  and  that  a 
balance  must  be  struck  betwc«i  the  need 
of  the  industry  to  adjust  and  the  rights 
of  Investors.** 

Thk  Commission’s  Polict,Conclttsiom 

In  ICay,  1973,  the  NYSE  proposed  to 
Increase  rates  by  15  percent  on  orders 
from  $5,000  up  to  $300,000  and  by  10 
percent  on  orders  Involving  fron  $100  to 
$5,000.  and  to  remove  the  then  exiting 
prohibition,  which  had  originated  In 
1970,  on  charging  small  investors  more 
than  the  minimum  commission.  The 
Commission  received  comments  on  that 
proposal  at  a  public  hearing  and,  in  Sep¬ 
tember,  1973,  determined  not  to  raise 
any  objection  to  the  proposed  increases 
or  to  their  continuation  through  March 
31, 1974.*  The  Commission  further  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  would  not  raise  any  objec¬ 
tion  if  those  increased  rates  should  be 
continued  by  the  exchanges  from  April  1, 
1974,  to  April  30.  1975,  If  rules  were 
adopted  (1)  eliminating  prohibitions  on 
member  firms’  charging,  on  small  orders, 
commission  rates  exceeding  the  mlnl- 
miun  commission  and  (ii)  permitting, 
but  not  requiring,  member  firms  to  com¬ 
pete  to  a  limited  extent  on  the  basis  of 
the  price  of  brokerage  services.  The  Com¬ 
mission  also  indicated  that  it  would  act 
promptly  to  terminate  the  fixing  of  com¬ 
mission  rates  after  April  30,  1975,  if  the 
exchanges  did  not,  on  their  own  initia¬ 
tive,  adopt  rule  changes  achieving  that 
result. 


*»  House  Study  at  141-142. 

**  House  Study  at  143. 

■■  Seciuritles  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
10383  (Sept.  11.  1973),  88  Fed.  Beg.  27243 
(Oct.  1.  1973).  On  the  preceding  March  1. 
however,  the  NTSE  Board  of  Directors  had 
adopted  a  resolution  calling  for  a  c<»nblned 
program  of  legislation  and  regulation  con- 
ciurently  eliminating  fixed  commission  rates 
on  all  orders  and  establishing  the  require¬ 
ment  that  all  trades  of  listed  securities  be 
made  on  registered  national  securities  ex¬ 
changes  operating  \mder  similar  rules  and 
regulations.  NTSE  Policy  Statement.  March 
1,  1973.  On  September  3, 1974,  the  NYSE  pro¬ 
posed  to  Increase  rates  again.  As  subse¬ 
quently  modified,  the  NYSE’s  proposal  caUed 
for  an  Increase  of  8  percent  on  minimum 
rates  of  commission  on  transactions  Involv¬ 
ing  from  $5,000  to  $300,000.  After  receiving 
information  with  respect  to  the  NYSE’s  pro¬ 
posal  and  bolding  a  public  hearing,  the  Com¬ 
mission  determined  not  to  invoke  Its  Juris¬ 
diction  to  object  to  the  NYSE’s  proposaL 
See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
11089  (Nov.  6, 1974). 


Subsequently,  the  NYSE  proposed  to 
provide  for  competitively  determined 
commission  rates  on  transactions  involv¬ 
ing  less  than  $2,000.  That  propose,  as 
later  modified  by  the  NYSE  to  exclude 
intra-member  rates  (that  is,  ratra  paid 
by  members  to  other  members  for  fl(x>r 
brokerage  and  clearance),  was  adopted 
by  the  NYSE  and  other  exchanges  and 
became  effective  on  April  1. 1974.  In  with¬ 
drawing  its  initial  proposal,  the  NYSE 
Board  of  Directors  stated  that  it  did  not 
believe  it  was  necessary  to  amend  the 
intra-member  rate  schedules  as  origi¬ 
nally  proposed  in  order  to  provide 
experimentation  with  competitivehr  de¬ 
termined  commission  rates.  The  Com¬ 
mission  then  held  a  public  hearing  wlt^ 
respect  to  intra-member  rates.  In  its 
opening  statement  at  the  hearings,  the 
NYSE  announced  Hs  wfillncness  to  aban¬ 
don  fixed  intra-member  commission  rates 
for  clearance.* 

Tax  CoMMmsxoir’s  Riquxst  and 
Stssbqwbr  Rxjlx  Pkoposal 

Following  a  tsrriimlnary  announce¬ 
ment  on  August  27.  1974,”  of  its  plan 
to  initiate  stepe  concerning  the  altera¬ 
tion  of  the  noting  rules  and  practices 
of  national  eecuriUes  exchanges  requir¬ 
ing  members  to  charge  fixed  rates  of 
commission  on  securities  transactions 
effected  on  exchanges,  the  Commission, 
on  September  19.  1974,  made  a  formal 
request  that  national  securities  ex¬ 
changes  effect  necessary  (dianges  In  their 
'  constitutions,  rules  and  practices  so  as  to 
eliminate  those  elements  that  required, 
or  had  the  effect  of  requiring,  exchange 
members  to  charge  any  person  any  fixed 
rate  of  commission.”  One  national  secu¬ 
rities  exchange  has  indicated  that  it 
would  comply  with  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
quest;  seven  national  securities  ex¬ 
changes  have  indicated  that  they  would 
not  comply  volimtarily  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  request.” 


**  statement  of  Jamee  J.  Needham,  in  the 
Matter  of  Intra-Member  Commission  Rate 
Schedules  of  Registered  National  Securities 
Exchanges.  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission  FUe  No.  4-171  (1974),  Transcript 
at  4-5. 

**  Secxirltles  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
10986. 

**  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
11019  (Sept.  19,  1974),  39  Fed.  Reg.  35214 
(Sept.  30.  1974).  In  addition,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  Indicated  that  It  had  not  been  per¬ 
suaded,  on  the  basis  of  the  data  and  views 
obtained  at  the  public  hearings  on  Intra¬ 
member  rates  and  otherwise,  that  Its  policy 
conclusions  of  September  11.  1973,  shotild 
not  also  be  applicable  to  intra-member  rates. 

**The  Intermoimtaln  Stock  Exchange  has 
Indicated  that  It  would  comply  with  the 
Commission’s  request.  The  American,  Boston, 
Chicago  Board  Options,  Cincinnati.  Detroit, 
Midwest  and  New  York  Stock  Exchanges  have 
indicated  that  they  would  not  comply. 

The  American  Stock  Exchange  (the 
"Amex”)  has  Indicated  that,  after  giving  de¬ 
tailed  consideration  to  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
quest  and  to  the  question  of  imlform  versus 
negotiated  commission  rates,  it  (1)  would 
seek  a  hearing  to  present  the  Amex’s  position 
on  the  need  to  retain  uniform  commission 
rates  and  (2)  had  determined  that  It  coiild 
not  accede  voluntarily  to  the  Commission’s 
request.  The  Amex  has  accxxrdlngly  requested 
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Accordincly«  In  Secnrlttes  Ktrifngt  J4ct 
RdeMe  No.  11078  (Oct.  04.  1974) .  S9  Bed. 
M.  30396  (Oct  31.  1974) .  the  Cemnile- 
■loQ  pttUiefaed  prepoeed  Rules  19b-8  and 
lOb-22  and  scbedided  oral  bearhtfa. 
commerxdng  on  Novonber  19,  1074,  as 
an  adjunct  to  the  rutemalElng  peeoeed- 
tng. 

COLLAXBRAL  CONSIDRATIDlfS 

The  foregt^ng  background  Infonna- 
tton  Is  only  a  brief  summary  of  more 
than  a  decade  of  Commission  and  Con¬ 
gressional  study  and  Commisskm  ac¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  fixed  rates  of  com¬ 
missions  on  exchange  transactions.  Not 
Included  Is  any  review  of  related  ques- 


an  opportunity  to  submit  to  ths  Cenuntsslop 
Us  written  and  oral  views. 

The  Cblcago  Board  (Dpttons  KnAxanga  (tha 
"CBOE")  has  Indicated  that  it  wUl  oootlnua 
Its  poll<7  of  conforming  its  rate  structure 
basically  to  whatever  may  be  the  rate  etruc- 
ture  from  time  to  time  elsewhere.  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  that  p<^lcy.  the  CBOE  would  have 
expected  to  file  rule  changes  complying  with 
the  CommlsBlo&'S  request  If  the  other  major 
ex^xanges  had  done  so  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1974;  but,  since  the  other  ma)(»'  ex¬ 
changes  have  not  done  so,  the  CBOE  will 
either  submit  Its  arguments  or  stnqxly  await 
the  outcome  of  the  (Tomndteon's  proceed¬ 
ings.  The  (7BOE  bdleves  that,  with  re^xect  to 
Its  Board  Broken  (who  differ  from  the  m>e- 
daUsts  on  other  exuffiangee  In  that  Board 
Bremen  do  not  have  a  dealer  fiuxctl(HX).  the 
jM'oper  solution  is  to  reqviln  that  each  Board 
Broker  post  his  rates  and  that  such  rates  be 
uniform  and  non-dtscrlmlnatory  among  cus¬ 
tomers.  The  CBOE  will  request  an  exception 
to  Rule  19b-8  If  and  when  other  floor  rates 
are  reqxilred  to  be  negotiated. 

The  Cincinnati  Stock  Esrhsngs  (the 
"CSE”)  baa  stated  that  it  Is  of  the  oplnlcm 
that  to  adopt  rules  permitting  fully  nego¬ 
tiated  oommlaslon  rates  would  not  be  In  Uxa 
public  Interest  beeaxue  to  do  so  would  only 
favor  the  large  Institutional  Investor  and 
thus  place  a  burden  on  Individual  customers, 
who  are  said  to  generate  the  most  business 
tor  the  majority  of  the  CSE  menxber  firms. 
The  CSE  is  also  of  the  opinion  that  nego¬ 
tiated  commissions  would  not  be  In  Its  mem¬ 
ber  firms’  Interest  since  many  smaller  firms 
could  simply  not  oonqxete  with  larger,  organi¬ 
zations;  the  Inability  to  compete  does  not 
necessarily  mean  an  inefficiently  nm  opera¬ 
tion,  bxst  rather  that  a  small  business  Is  xm- 
able  to  face  the  stiff  competition  of  big 
business.  The  CSE  to.  finaUy,  of  the  oplnirm 
that  negotiated  commission  rates  would  not 
be  In  Its  Interest  slnoe.  with  the  elimination 
of  many  of  Its  member  firms  and  the  lixstltu- 
ttanallzatlon  of  the  market,  the  CSE  would 
cease  to  exist.  In  July  1974,  the  CSE  did, 
however,  eliminate  fixed  intra-member  rates. 
Tnxe  CSE  believes  that  tbe  demise  of  the 
auction  market  would  be  a  great  dlaservloe 
to  tbe  general  Investing  public. 

Tbe  Detroit  Stock  Exchange  has  reviewed 
the  results  of  an  advisory  vote  of  Its  mem- 
bex'dxlp  and  took  no  action  with  respect  to 
^Ttwnriing  its  Constitution  to  eliminate  the 
fixed  commission  structure. 

Tbe  Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Incorporated 
(the  "MSE").  has  reaffirmed  Its  position, 
first  announo^  in  Jxuxe,  1973.  favoring  elim¬ 
ination  of  fixed  public  rates.  In  so  doing,  tbe 
MSB  stated  that  it  recognized  that  public 
policy  calls  for  tbe  early  ending  of  fixed 
public  rates.  At  tbe  same  time.  It  stated.  In 
light  of  a  number  of  unfavorable  clrcum- 
or  uxxieeoived  problems,  the  MSB 
bMleves  that  there  Is  need  for  caution  as  to 


ttODS,  siEii  fib  the  flnancilal  (xmdltions  of 
the  brokerage  Industry  and  preservation 
of  its  ability  to  provide  professional  In¬ 
vestment  services  in  the  context  of 
changes  In  commission  rate  practices  of 
long  standing,  the  growth  in  Institu¬ 
tional  trading  (m  exchange  markets  and 
the  back-office  crisis  in  the  brokerage 
community  In  1969  and  1970  and  its 
aftermath. 

Before  institutional  trading  on  ex¬ 
changes  had  become  significant,  anoma¬ 
lies  of  commission  rate  schedules  did  not 
create  such  acute  regulatory  problems. 
Rapid  changes,  however,  occurred  dur¬ 
ing  tbe  1960‘s  in  patterns  of  exchange 
trading,  and  there  was  an  increase  in 
I^ienomena  associated  with  institutional 
reaction  to  the  fixed  C(»nmlssion  rate 


the  effective  date  of  tbe  transttloa  and  hopee 
that  tbe  Commission  will  eicplore  the  preeent 
anas  of  concern  and  proepe^  for  aUevlattng 
them  before  finally  settling  on  May  1,  1976, 
effective  date.  Tbe  MSB  obaerved  also  that 
its  June.  1973.  position  that  a  competitive 
rate  environment  to  preferable  to  a  mgulated 
rate  environment  from  all  viewpoints  Is 
predicated  on  meeting  concerns  that  (1)  ex¬ 
change  membership  lot  the  ptirpoee  of  han¬ 
dling  aflUlsted  bnslnees  should  not  be  per¬ 
mitted;  (3)  nation-wide  clearance  and  de¬ 
pository  facUltlee  on  an  Interfaced  bests 
shoold  be  In  existence  so  as  to  strengthen 
Industry  operattonaUjr;  and  (8)  thers  should 
be  appropriate  restructuring  of  rqxeratlng 
and  regulatory  methods  to  fit  the  new  en¬ 
vironment  In  which  exchange  membership 
wni  no  longer  be  defined  In  terms  of  pre- 
fened  rate  treatment.  Tbe  MSB  also  lixdl- 
cated  that  It  beUeves  there  may  be  new 
probleme  bearing  on  tbe  appropriate  eflea- 
ttvs  date  for  complete  termination  of  fixed 
pulfilc  rates.  Including  (1)  fiduciary  princi¬ 
ples  with  rupect  to  oommlsslone  and  (2)  a 
greatly  deterlOTOted  national  and  world  eco¬ 
nomic  situation.  Including  monetary  stress. 
oU  and  food  situations  and  extremely  high 
rates  of  tnflatton  and  money  ooste,  an  of 
which  continue,  tt  stated,  to  have  serious 
direct  Impects  on  tbe  securttlaB  Industry. 

Tne  MSB  noted  fxirtber  that  It  hoped  that 
tbe  bearings  will  provide  an  opportunity 
not  only  to  explain  further  Its  beUef  that 
those  concerns  and  problems  should  be  taken 
Into  aocoxmt  In  fixing  an  effective  date  for 
title  traixsttlon  to  competitive  public  rates, 
but  also  to  explore  possibilities  for  their 
early  resolution.  In  the  case  of  floor  rates, 
tbe  MSB  stated  Its  belief  that  there  should 
be  further  opportunity  to  excplore  not  only 
the  question  of  timing  but  also  tbe  substan¬ 
tive  change  Itself,  and  It  requested  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  present  Its  views  on  both  ques¬ 
tions  at  the  oral  hearings. 

*rbe  NYSE  has  Indicated  It  believes  that 
competitive  rates  without  concurrent  legto- 
latlve  and  regulatory  safeguards  woxild  ulti¬ 
mately  be  destructive  of  the  auction  market 
and  not  in  the  public  Interest.  'The  NTSE  has 
therefore  Indicated  it  woxild  comply  with  tbe 
Commtoeton’s  request  Insofar  as  it  relates  to 
public  commission  rates,  but  only  if  a  com¬ 
bined  program  of  legislation  and  regulation 
to  enacted  consistent  with  the  Intent  of  the 
NYSE’s  policy  statement  of  March  1,  1973, 
which,  among  other  tbin^,  would  require 
that  all  trades  of  listed  secxulties  be  exposed 
to  the  flow  of  orders  In  an  auction  market 
prior  to  exposxne  to  other  markets.  ’The 
NYSE  bes,  however,  declined  to  comply  with 
tbe  Commission’s  reqxxest  insofar  as  It  re¬ 
lates  to  floor  bre^erage  commission  rates. 
Slnoe  the  combined  program  has  not.  In  the 
NYSE’s  view,  been  enacted,  tbe  NYSE  has 
also  requested  a  bearing. 


structure.**  As,  however,  the  Cfumnlsslon 
was  preparing  to  reach  conclusions  on 
some  aspects  of  rate  matters  in  1970,  the 
brokerage  Industry  began  to  encounter 
sitostantial  difficulties.  Tliose  difficulties 
were  the  consequence  of  turmoil  caused 
In  large  part  by  very  active  trading  and 
the  absence  of  a  corresponding  recogni¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  securities  Industry 
of  the  need  to  increa.se  trained  and  ex¬ 
perienced  back-office  employees  or  to  de¬ 
velop  operating  procedures  adequate  for 
tbe  expanded  volume.** 

In  the  particular  settings  before  the 
Commission,  It  had  the  responslblUtgr  to 
determine  the  pace  at  which  changes  in 
fixed  commission  rate  schedules  should 
be  introduced,  to  proceed  cautiously, 
tenqierlng  long-term  solutions  In  light  of 
possibly  dangerous  short-tmn  conse¬ 
quences,  and  to  avoid  undue  risks  to  In¬ 
vestor  protection  and  the  public  Inter¬ 
est.  **  Indeed,  even  under  fixed  minimum 
commission  rates  established  by  the  ex¬ 
changes,  the  brokerage  Industry  has  ex¬ 
perienced  substantial  structural  realign- 
ments.** 


■*lB  IWfl,  Institutional  trading  aooovmtod 
for  SB  percent  of  public  volume,  based  on 
value,  on  the  NYSE;  In  1971,  tt  fxooounted  for 
m  percent.  NT8B.  1974  Fact  Book  65  (1974). 
The  NYBE  has  testified  ttxat  the  trend  was 
continuing.  Hemrinfft  Before  the  ffubeom- 
mittee  on  nmmeial  MerkeU  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Finance.  9Sd  Cong.,  lat  Bess., 
pt.  1,  at  104-106  (1973). 

«>  See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Rdeaae  No. 
8791  <Dec.  31,  1969),  In  which  the  Commto- 
Blon  solicited  views  and  comments  concern¬ 
ing  the  fixing  of  commission  rates.  For  a  de¬ 
scription  of  the  financial  and  operational 
crlsto  that  afflicted  the  brokerage  commxmlty 
tax  the  late  1960’a,  see  Securities  Industry 
Study.  Iteport  of  the  Senate  Committee  an 
■Banhtnff.  Housing  and  Urban  Affairs.  8.  Doe. 
No.  93-18, 98d  Cemg..  1st  Sees.  23-29  (1973) . 

*■  Balancing  competitive  principles  against 
other  desirable  ends  cannot  be  done  outside 
a  regulated  environment — ^the  Supreme  Court 
has  speclficsxlly  noted,  “It  to  not  for  the 
courts  to  determine  whether  In  particular 
settings  prloe-fixlixg  serves  an  honorable  or 
worthy  end.”  United  States  v.  National  Ast’n 
of  Real  EstaU  Boards.  339  UJ3.  485,  489 
(1960).  For  a  definitive  discussion  of  the 
Commission’s  authority  under  Section  19(b) 
of  the  Act.  see  Securities  Exchange  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  9950,  “Adoption  of  Rule  19b-2  xinder 
tbe  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  Govern¬ 
ing  Utilization  of  Exchemge  Membership  for 
Public  Purposes”  (Jan.  16, 1973),  38  Pod.  Rag. 
8901  (Feb.  8.  1973).  See  also  PBW  Stock  Ex¬ 
change  V.  Securities  arid  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  485  P.  9d  718  (3d  Clr.  1973) ,  cert,  denied, 
40  L.  Ed.  2d  558  (1974).  In  dtocusstaxg  tbe 
Commission’s  action  with  respect  to  commis¬ 
sion  rate  review.  Including  the  policy  con¬ 
clusion  of  September  11,  1973,  to  terminate 
the  flying  of  commission  rates,  the  Second 
Circuit  recognized  that  measured  withdrawzl 
of  the  fixed  commission  rate  structure  could 
avoid  the  loss  of  Investor  fiuxds.  Gordon  v. 
NYSE,  498  P.  2d  1303  (2d  Clr.),  petition  far 
cert,  filed.  43  UBJi.W.  3148  (U.S.,  Sept.  19, 
1974)  (No. ’74-304). 

A  genenU  trend  toward  fewer  NYSE 
member  oiganizations  has  been  appiuent  for 
more  tixan  a  decade.  In  1961  there  were  681 
NYSE  member  organizations;  that  nunfixer 
has  declined  In  each  subsequent  year  but 
one  and  stood  at  523  at  tbe  end  of  1973.  On 
the  other  hand,  at  the  end  of  1973,  the  num- 
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Developments  since  1970,  such  as  Im-  unsuited  to  the  new  dmands  upon  the  It  should  be  recognized  that  considera- 
plementation  of  the  Securities  Investor  exchange  markets,  particularly  the  in-  tion  could  be  given  to  whether  or  not 
Protection  Act  of  1970.**  revision  of  finan-  flux  of  institutional  orders.  an  appropriate  fixed  rate  structure 


cial  responsibility  rules,*  Implementa* 
tion  of  new  rules  with  respect  to  custody 
of  customer  fimds  and  seciultles**  and 
improved  surveillance  procedures  "  have 
made  it  possible  for  the  Commission  to 
require  changes  in  commission  rate  prac¬ 
tices  without  unnecessary  risk  to  inves¬ 
tor  protection  or  the  public  Interest.  As 
noted  above,  the  Commission  has  re¬ 
quired  the  introduction  of  competitively 
determined  commission  rates  on  both 
large  .and  small  transactions.  The  bro¬ 
kerage  community  has  thus  had  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  develop  methods  of  doing 
business  in  the  new  environment,  and 
there  has  been  an  opportunity  for  the 
establishment  of  reasonable  commission 
rates  through  the  interaction  of  competi¬ 
tive  forces. 

Thx  Cukrent  Perception  or  Fixed 

Commission  Rates  Under  the  Act 

The  history  of  fixed  commission  rates 
for  exchange-executed  transactions,  of 
course,  dates  back  to  the  Buttonwood 
Tree  agreement  in  1792.  Fixed  minitnum 
rates  have  thus  had  a  long  history.  This 
synopsis  is  not  Intended  to  indicate,  and, 
indeed,  there  is  no  need  to  Indicate,  that 
the  maintenance  of  a  fixed  rate  system 
for  exchange  transactions  has  always 
been  inappnnirlaie.**  Nevertheless,  the 
foregoing  review  of  the  operation  of  the 
fixed  minimum  commission  rate  stnic- 
kure  since  the  1960’8.  particularly  in  light 
of  the  dramatic  increase  in  trading  by 
Institutional  investors,  has  demonstrated 
that  the  fixed  rate  structure,  both  in  the 
1960's  and  as  subsequently  modified,  was 


iMT  of  <^ces  operated  by  NYSE  members  re- 
■aalned  above  the  corresponding  numbw  in 
1961,  as  did  the  number  of  registered  repre¬ 
sentatives.  Set  NYSE,  1974  Foot  Book.  84 
(1974).  The  NYSE  has  suggested  that  there 
has  been  a  further  decline  in  mimber  of 
saember  firms  (to  512)  and  branch  oOlcao  (a 
decline  of  i^jproxlmately  six  percent)  durhif 
the  first  nine  months  of  1974.  In  the  Matter 
of  Commiaston  Bate  Schedules  of  Registered 
National  Securities  Exchanges.  NYSE  Ex¬ 
hibit  7,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
Pile  No.  4-174  (1974).  At  the  end  of  the 
1960’s,  there  was  a  serioiis  Shift  in  the  gen¬ 
eral  trend  towards  fewer  member  organiza¬ 
tions.  Several  major  brokerage  firms  col¬ 
lapsed,  exhausting  the  trust  funds  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  exchanges  to  protect  customers 
of  member  firms.  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Study  of  Unsafe  and  Unsound 
Practices  of  Broker-Dealers.  H.B.  Doc.  No. 
92-231,  92d  Cong.,  1st  Sees.  16  (1971). 

**  15  n.S.C.  78aaa  et  seq.  The  Securities  In¬ 
vestor  Protection  Corporation,  established  by 
the  SecTirltles  Investor  Protection  Act.  had 
by  the  end  of  1973,  placed  94  firms  in  liquida¬ 
tion.  Of  that  94,  six  liquidations  had  been 
completed  and  in  78  others  substantially 
aU  customer  claims  had  been  satisfied.  Se¬ 
curities  Investor  Protection  Corporation, 
Third  Annual  Report  1973.  at  1  (1974).  See 
also  The  Wall  Street  Journal.  Nov.  7,  1974,  at 
4.  col.  1. 

*  Compare  NYSE  Rule  326  as  in  effect  until 
1970  vHth  such  rule  as  in  effect  subsequently. 

**Rule  15c3-8  under  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  17  CFR  340.16c3-3. 

See.  Secmltles  Investor  Protection  Cor¬ 
poration.  Third  Annual  Report  1973,  at  16- 
17  (1974). 


This  synopsis  relating  to  fixed  cmnmls- 
slon  rates  on  exchange  transactions  Is,  of 
course,  not  the  appropriate  vehicle  for 
coming  to  final  determinations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  reasons  why  proposed  Secu¬ 
rities  Exchange  Act  Rules  191^  and  10b-  ' 
22  should  be  adopted.**  Nevertheless, 
based  upon  the  data  available  at  present, 
and  subject  to  any  further  information, 
data  and  views  which  may  be  adduced  at 
the  hearings  on  propos^  Rules  19b-3 
and  lOb-22,  it  should  be  noted  that  the 
Commission’s  constant  review  and  analy¬ 
sis  of  the  market  structure  and  fimction- 
ing,  particularly  since  the  1960’s,  has  con¬ 
tributed  to  a  conclusion  by  both  the 
Commission  and  knowledgeable  commit¬ 
tees  and  subcommittees  of  the  Congress 
that  the  fixed  rate  system,  even  as  modi¬ 
fied  over  the  last  decade,  has  heightened 
confilcts  of  interest  and  distm'ted  trad¬ 
ing  patterns,  has  seriously  disadvantaged 
various  classes  of  public  investors  and 
has  tended  to  work  against  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  meaningful  central  market 
ssrstem  for  listed  seciudties.**  Further¬ 
more.  there  do  not  appear  to  be  counter¬ 
vailing  considerations  which  might  relate 
to  the  public  interest  or  the  protection  of 
investors  that  sq>pear  sufficiently  signifi¬ 
cant  to  stay  the  Commission  from  the 
proposed  implementation  of  its  policy 
conclusion." 


■•Indeed,  In  1934,  the  Ccmgress  Itself,  In 
drxftlng  the  Act,  recognized  that  fixed  com¬ 
mission  rates  might  be  necessary  or  appropri¬ 
ate  under  particular  clreumstanoes  and  (Me- 
gated  to  the  Ck>miBlsBlon  pervasive  authority 
not  omiy  to  Mlmlnate  a  fixed  rate  system  but, 
alternatively,  to  regulate  a  sysiem  of  fixed 
rates  on  exchanges  so  long  as  it  appeared 
ta  the  OommlBslon  to  be  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  to  do  so. 

•■  The  hearings  scheduled  to  commence  on 
November  19,  1974.  complemented  by  the 
prior  hearings  and  studies  discussed  above 
and  the  other  matorlals  listed  In  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  11073  (Oct.  24, 
1974),  39  Fed.  Reg.  38396  (Oct.  31. 1974).  will 
assist  the  Commission  in  determining 
whether  to  adopt  those  rules  or  take  some 
other  appropriate  action. 

«•  See  pp.  2-23,  supra. 

n  For  example,  see  the  House  Study,  which 
concurred  “with  the  [then]  president  of  the 
New  York  Stock  Exchange  that  the  fixed 
minimum  commission  rate  .  .  .  Itself 
been  the  greatest  fragmenter  of  the  market’ 
[footnote  omitted]  and  with  his  view  that 
with  fully  negotiated  rates  business  will  be 
done  on  the  basis  of  depth,  Uquldlty,  and  the 
continuity  of  the  marketplace.  .  .  .”  [foot¬ 
note  omitted]  House  Study  at  138.  See  also 
Hearings  Before  the  Subcommittee  on  Secu¬ 
rities  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Banking, 
Housing  and  Urban  Affairs  on  8.  2S19,  63d 
Cong.,  1st  Sess.  (1973),  at  189,  191,  477; 
Hearings  Before  the  Subcommittee  on  Secu¬ 
rities  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Banking, 
Housing  and  Urban  Affairs  on  S.  3126,  93d 
Cong.,  2d  Sess.,  at  171-178  (1974).  SlmUar 
statements  have  been  made  by  other  indus¬ 
try  representatives,  although  they  have,  on 
other  occasions,  modified  or  even  retracted 
their  prior  pronouncements.  Sec.  e.g..  Hear¬ 
ings  Before  the  House  of  Representatives 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  on  HJt.  5050  and  HJt,  340,  93d  Cong.. 
1st  Sess.  (1673),  at  697;  Hearings  Before  the 
Subcommittee  on  Securities  of  the  Senate 


should  be  constructed  as  part  of  a  reg¬ 
ulatory  program  of  a  ^rpe  commonly 
employed  by  governmental  entities  that 
regulate  utilities.  Such  a  program,  if  de¬ 
veloped,  would  appear  to  have  imdesir- 
able  collateral  consequences  to  the  extent 
it  entails  a  loss  of  freedom  on  the  part 
of  exchange  member  firms  to  exercise 
their  independent  Judgment  in  seeking 
the  business  of,  and  furnishing  services 
to,  customers  of  their  own  choosing. 
Member  firms  have  not  shown  any  gen¬ 
eral  inclination  to  support  that  kind  of 
program,  and  it  must  be  recognized  that 
such  a  program  would  seem  to  call  for 
elaborate  new  regulatory  structures 
which  might  be  inconsistent  with  cur-> 
rent  public  policy  views  and  introduce 
costs  and  econcnnic  inefficiencies  which 
would  have  to  be  carefully  balanced 
against  the  degree  to  which  the  regu¬ 
latory  purposes  of  the  Act  could  thereby 
be  furthered.** 

More  generally,  the  House  Study  con¬ 
cluded  that,  since  price  fixing  is  not  the 
norm  in  a  society  of  free  competitive 
enterprise,  "(tlhose  who  would  main¬ 
tain  the  fixed  minimum  commission  sys¬ 
tem  bear  the  burden  of  proving  tiiat  it 
is  in  the  public  Interest.”  **  At  the  same 
time,  the  House  Study  noted: 

It  Is  often  said  that  whUe  most  Industries 
study  problems  to  death,  ths  secxirltles  in- 
dtistry  studies  solutions  to  death.  During  the 
past  decade  there  have  been  four  major 
studies  of  the  seeurltlee  Industry  oonducted 
under  the  auspiees  ot  the  SEC.  Additionally, 
the  SEC  has  conducted  two  major  adminis¬ 
trative  proceedings  focusing  on  the  commis¬ 
sion  rate  question  and  Its  Impact  oa  the 
structure  ef  the  sccuiltlee  tndustry.  These 
matters  have  also  received  the  attention  oS 
this  Subcommittee  and  the  Senate  Securities 
Subcommittee  in  the  current  studies  of  the 
securities  Industry.  In  all,  in  the  past  decade 
Wrere  have  been  at  least  eight  major  studies 
dealing  im  whole  or  in  part  with  commission 
rates  and  their  effect  on  the  Industry.  The 
time  for  study  has  ended.  The  time  for  action 
has  arrived.** 

Under  present  circumstances,  there¬ 
fore,  it  no  longer  appears  necessary  or 
appropriate,  in  furtherance  of  any  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Act,  to  permit  national 
securities  exchanges  to  continue  to  fix 
the  commission  rates  their  members  must 
charge.  That  conclusion  is  not  retrospec¬ 
tive  and  is,  course,  not  inconsistent 


Committee  on  Banking,  Housing  and  Urban 
Affairs  on  S.  3126,  63  Cong.,  2d  Sess.,  at  78 
et  seq.,  165-156,  161  and  178-180  (1974). 

**In  that  connection,  it  should  be  noted 
that  the  exchanges  have  not  made  progress 
in  developing  a  rational  methodology  which 
they  would  be  willing  to  s~ipport  and  which 
<x>uld.  in  the  Commission’s  Judgment,  be 
used  to  measure  the  reasonableness  of  such 
schedules  in  the  future. 

» House  Study  at  141.  See  also  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  FUe  No.  4-171, 
Transcript  at  46  ( 1974) . 

u  House  Study  at  141.  Nevertheless,  since 
the  House  Study,  the  Commission  has  held 
four  series  of  hearings  in  addition  to  those 
to  be  held  in  connection  with  proposed  Rule 
19b-3  and  lOb-22.  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  File  Nos.  4-167  (1973),  4-171 
(1974), 4-172  (1974)  and 4-174  (1974). 
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with  the  fact  that  such  a  system  in  the 
past  may  have  been  Justified  or  may 
have  served  valid  regulatory  purposes. 
In  all  events.  Justifications  once  adequate 
may  cease  to  be  so  and.  consequently,  a 
regulatory  agency’s  quasi-legislative  ac¬ 
tion  must  be  predicated  on  current  needs 
and  trends  *  Similarly,  continued  moni¬ 
toring  of,  and  possible  structural  changes 
in.  the  securities  maii^ets  over  the  com¬ 
ing  years  conceivably  could  suggest  that, 
under  new  circumstances  and  with  fur¬ 
ther  experience  with  the  issues,  reason¬ 
able  men  might  tend  toward  different 
conclusions  based  upon  the  purposes  and 
standards  of  the  Act.** 

As  previously  indicated,  all  persons  who 
wish  to  appear  at  the  oral  hearings, 
which  commence  on  November  19,  1974. 
should  inform  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  Ro<xn  892, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20549,  teleidione  number  (202)  755- 


•  Since,  as  noted  at  p.  34  and  n.  46,  infra. 
Shifting  trends  can  require  modtflcation  of 
regulations  which  previously  seemed  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate,  the  regulatory  agency 
in  which  the  Oongraas  has  vested  the  respon¬ 
sibility  for  administering  the  relevant  statu¬ 
tory  provisions  must  exercise  a  conlAnulng 
oversight.  Current  needs  and  trends  not  only 
are  the  predicate  for  requiring  that  old  rules 
and  practices  be  abandoned;  they  also  re¬ 
quire  the  agency  to  ensure  that  new  policies 
are  not  circumvented.  Thus,  the  Commission 
has  proposed  Rule  10b-2a  to  be  adopted  tf 
proposed  Rule  10b-3  is  adopted.  At  the  same 
time.  Implementation  of  a  new  regulatory 
environment,  even  after  years  of  preparation 
and  experimentation,  may  require  some  flex¬ 
ibility.  On  that  basis,  the  admlnlstratlva 
process  should  explore  particular  ramifica¬ 
tions  of  the  new  policy  carefully  and  under 
oontroUed  circumstances,  in  terms  of  the 
relevant  statutory  principles.  Subsection  (c) 
of  propoeed  Rule  10b-2a  Is  an  effort  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  appropriate  method  by  which  the 
Commission  can  fulflU  that  Important 
function. 

As  the  Commission  previously  has  noted, 
in  an  analogous  context — the  adoption  of 
Securities  Exchange  Act  Rule  19b-2; 

The  action  taken  *  *  *  in  adopting  Rule 
19b-3  is  not  intended  to  and  could  not,  in 
light  of  shifting  currents  and  patterns  In  the 
struoture  of  the  nation's  securities  markets, 
be  a  definitive  resolution  of  the  problems  fac¬ 
ing  the  securities  Industry  In  this  area.  •  •  • 
•  •  •  •  • 

We  have  not.  In  adopting  Rtile  19b-2. 
foreclosed  the  possibility  that  further 
changes  may.  after  experience  with  the  rule 
Is  gained  and  after  the  emerging  structure 
of  a  central  market  system  Is  more  sharply 
delineated,  be  necessary  or  appropriate.  •  •  • 
In  an  area  of  activity  as  dynamic  and  com- 
|dex  as  this,  there  may  not  be  any  per¬ 
manent  resolution  of  Industry  problems;  as 
conditions  change,  existing  problems  may  be 
superseded  by  new  problems,  and  existing 
"solutions**  may  be  rendwed  obsolete.  The 
effective  utilization  of  administrative  re- 
qxnistblllty  and  pervasive  regulatory  over¬ 
sight  demands  that  the  agency  charged  with 
oversight  of  an  entire  industry,  such  as  the 
Commission,  (footnote  omitted]  remain  alert 
to  these  changing  patterns  and  problems.  We 
intend  to  do  Just  that. 

(Pecurttlee  Exchange  Act  Release  Nb.  0950 
(Jan.  16.  1073)  at  pp.  S-S.  86  Fed.  Reg.  8903 
(Feb.  8, 1078)) 


1160.  Persons  Intending  to  appear  Should 
file  wltb  the  Secretary  30  copies  of  the 
text  of  any  prepared  statements  not  later 
than  48  hours  prior  to  their  appearance 
and  are  Invited,  at  the  thne  of  their  ap¬ 
pearance,  to  make  additional  copies  of 
their  statements  available  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  press  and  all  other  lnt»:ested 
persons. 

Persons  wishing  to  make  written  sub¬ 
missions  of  views,  data  and  arguments 
should  file  30  copies  thereof  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary  not  later  than  December  10. 1974. 
C^opies  of  all  submissions,  as  well  as 
transcripts  of  the  oral  healings,  will  be 
made  available  in  the  Public  R^erence 
Boom,  1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C..  and  at  each  r^onal  ofBce  of  the 
(Commission.  Persons  wishing  to  submit 
written  views,  data  or  arguments  in  re¬ 
spect  of  submissions  made  by  others  or  in 
respect  of  views,  data  and  argummits 
presented  at  the  oral  hearings  may  do  so 
until  December  24.  1974.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  File  No.  4-176. 

By  the  Ck>nunlsslon. 

[seal]  George  A.  Frrzsnacoiis, 
Secretary. 

November  8,  1974. 

(FR  Doe.74-28122  FUmI  12-3-74;8:4fi  anti 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 
[49  CFR  Part  1054] 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-29;  Sub-No.  8] 

REGULATIONS  GOVERNING  SPECIAL  OR 

CHARTERED  PARTY  SERVICE 

Proposed  Rufemaking  and  Order 

At  a  general  sesskm  ot  the  Interstate 
Ccmunerce  Commission,  held  at  its  oflEUx 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  27th  day  ot 
November,  1974. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commls- 
si<A’s  regulations  contained  in  49  CFB 
1054.2,  prescribed  by  the  Commission 
under  the  provisions  of  section  208(c)  of 
the  Interstate  Ocmimerce  Act,  d^ina 
“special  or  chartered  party"  as  a  group 
of  persons  who,  pursuant  to  a  common 
purpose  and  imder  a  single  contract,  and 
at  a  fixed  charge  for  the  vehicle  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  carrier’s  tariff,  law¬ 
fully  (m  file  with  this  Commlsskm,  have 
acquired  the  exclusive  use  of  a  passenger- 
carrying  motor  vehicle  to  travel  together 
as  a  group  to  a  specified  destination  or 
for  a  particular  itinerary,  either  agreed 
upon  in  advance  or  modified  by  the 
chartered  group  after  having  left  the 
place  of  origin.  These  regulations  in  49 
CFB  1054.4  further  provide  that,  “Special 
or  chartered  parties  may  not  be  trans¬ 
ported  from  the  destination  territory  de¬ 
scribed  in  this  rule  to  the  origin  territory 
described  in  section  1054.3  except  on  re¬ 
turn  movement  of  the  same  special  or 
charter  party  as  provided  therein."  In 
No.  MC-C-4069,  Greyhound  Corp.  v. 
Edtcards,  100  M.C.C.  453,  465  (1966) .  this 
Commission  stated  that  “•  •  •  another 
element  which  must  be  present  if  a  group 
is  to  be  considered  a  bona  fide  charter 
party  [is  that]  the  group  must  travel 


together  for  the  entire  duration  of  the 
particular  tour  or  trio.” 

By  petiUon  filed  July  11.  1974,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  on  behalf  of  the 
Department  of  Defense,  seeks  the  initi¬ 
ation  of  a  rulemaking  proceeding  with 
a  view  toward  the  interpretation  or  mod¬ 
ification,  if  necessary,  of  this  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations  concerning  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  special  or  chartered  parties 
by  common  carriers  contained  in  49  CFB 
Part  1054.  Petitioner  asserts  that  groups 
of  members  of  the  military  service,  trav¬ 
eling  under  militaiy  orders,  are  currently 
transported  in  charter  operations  from 
an  origin  military  installation  to  a  desti¬ 
nation  military  installation  and  that 
groims  of  different  members  of  Uie  serv¬ 
ice  are  transported  from  that  particular 
destinaticm  back  to  the  origin  of  the 
first  group.  The  regulations  referred  to 
above  are  presently  interpreted  by  this 
Commission  to  mean  that  the  group  of 
military  service  members  under  orders 
to  travel  from  the  destination  point  to 
the  origin  point  are  not  deemed  to  be  a 
return  movement  of  the  original  group 
whldfi  moved  to  the  destinaticm.  As  a 
resolt,  the  Department  of  Defense,  if 
it  uses  a  motor  passenger  carrier  operat¬ 
ing  under  the  incidental  charter  iM’ovi- 
skms  of  section  208(c),  may  be  required 
to  pay  deadhead  mileftge  charges  for 
vdiicles  used  in  each  such  one-way 
movement.  By  letter  dated  August  12, 
1974,  the  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  indicates  its  support 
of  the  petition  and  urges  consideration 
ot  the  environmental  issues  raised  there¬ 
by.  We  urge  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  to  supply  the  Commission 
with  whatever  data  it  has  available  to 
support  its  assertions  of  beneficial  effects 
on  the  environment  which  would  result 
from  implementation  of  the  proposaL 

Therefore,  it  would  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  Institute  a  rulemaking  proceed¬ 
ing  for  the  purposes  set  forth  below. 

It  it  ordered.  ’Ihat  based  on  the  fore¬ 
going  explanation,  a  general  investiga¬ 
tion  and  rulemaking  proceeding  is  here¬ 
by  Instituted  under  the  authority  of  part 
n  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  amd 
5  U.S.C.  553  and  559  (the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act),  to  develop  information 
concerning  (1)  the  interpretations  and 
conclusions  reached  by  this  CX>mmlssion 
in  Greyhound  Corp.  v.  Edwards,  supra. 
concerning  operations  of  motor  carriers 
of  passengers  under  the  provisions  of 
section  208(c)  and  regidations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder;  (2)  the  effects  such 
interpretations  and  conclusions  have  had 
upon  the  operations  of  motor  common 
carriers  of  passengers  and  all  proper 
means  of  alleviating  any  such  effects  as 
may  be  found  not  to  be  In  the  public 
interest;  (3)  the  possible  modification 
of  49  C^  Part  1054  and  the  effects  such 
modification  might  have  on  the  public; 
(4)  the  formulation  of  any  legislation 
that  may  be  needed  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest;  and  (5)  the  taking  of  such  other 
and  further  action  as  the  facts  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  may  justify  or  reqxilre. 

H  is  further  ordered,  That  all  motor 
common  carrters  of  passengers  author¬ 
ized  by  section  208(c)  of  the  Interstate 
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Commerce  Act  to  transport  special  or 
chartered  parties  as  an  incident  to  the 
ricdit  to  engage  in  the  tran^rtation  of 
passengers  over  regular  rout^  are  here¬ 
by  made  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  petitioner 
and  any  Interested  persons  may  partici¬ 
pate  in  thU  proceeding  by  following  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  the  next  succeed¬ 
ing  paragraph,  since  ho  oral  hearings 
are  contemplated  for  the  receiving  of 
testimony  in  this  proceeding  unless  a 
need  therefor  should  later  appear. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  person 
Including  the  parties  named  above,  in¬ 
tending  to  participate  in  the  formal 
pleadings  st^e  in  this  proceeding  by 
submitting  initial  statements  or  reply 
statements  shall  notify  the  Commission, 
by  filing  with  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.  20423,  on  or  before  January  10, 1975, 
the  original  and  one  copy  of  a  stat^ent 
of  his  intention  to  participate.  This 
Commission  will  then  prepare  and  make 
available  to  all  such  persons  a  list  con¬ 
taining  the  names  and  addresses  of  all 
parties  to  this  proceeding,  upon  whom 
copies  of  all  statements  must  be  served. 
In  accordance  with  the  policies  of  the 
National  Environmental  Pcfiicy  Act  of 
1969,  the  initial  and  reply  statements 
filed  by  parties  participating  herein  shall 
indicate  the  presence  or  absence  of  any 
effect  of  the  recommendations  made 
therein  to  this  Commission  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment.  Cf. 
Implementation — Natl.  Environmental 
Policy  Act.  1969.  340  I.C.C.  431  (1972). 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  a  c<^y 
of  this  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
will  be  served  upon  petitioner  and  the 
Ekivironmental  Protection  Agency.  Writ¬ 
ten  material  or  suggestlcms  submitted 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  12th  and  Constitution, 
Washington,  D.C.,  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours.  A  copy  of  this  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking  will  also  be  posted  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commlsslmi,  Washington, 
D.C.,  for  public  inspection:  and  a  copy 
will  be  delivered  to  the  Director.  Division 
of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  notice  to  all 
interested  persons. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-28222  FUed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 

[49  CFR  Part  1062] 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-85] 

TRANSPORTATION  OF  "WASTE" 
PRODUCTS  FOR  REUSE  AND  RECYCUNG 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  and  Order 

At  a  general  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  (Commission,  htid  at  its  office 
in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  this  4th  day  of 
November  1974. 

On  December  21,  1970,  this  Crnmnle- 
sion  initiated  this  i»oceedlng  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  present  or  future  public 


convenience  and  .necessity  required  the 
adc^tion  of  procedures  design^  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  issuance  of  <^)eratlng  au- 
Umrity,  pursuant  to  a  special  certificate 
at  public  convenience  and  necessity,  to 
any  motor  carrier  desiring  to  traniqx>rt 
"waste”  commodities  for  reuse  and  re¬ 
cycling  in  furtherance  of  "a  recognized 
pollution  control  program”  upon  a  find¬ 
ing  that  he  is  qualified  to  do  so.  The  ord^ 
Instituting  this  rulemaking  proceeding 
invited  the  participation  of  any  Inter¬ 
ested  person  through  the  submission  of 
written  statements  of  facts,  views,  and 
arguments  (m  the  subjects  mentioned  in 
the  iidtial  order,  or  any  other  subject 
pertinent  to  the  proceedings.  After  com¬ 
ments  had  been  received,  this  Ccunmis- 
sion,  on  September  30,  1971,  Issued  its 
reports  finding  that  the  public  conveni¬ 
ence  and  necessity  required  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposed  rules.  Trans¬ 
portation  of  “Waste"  Products  for  Reuse. 
114  M.C.C.  92  (1971). 

A  number  of  rail  and  motor  carriers, 
and  their  Industry  representatives,  who 
are  presently  authorized  to  transit 
products  that  are  arguably  "waste” 
within  the  adopted  rules  filed  suit  in 
Federal  District  Court  for  the  District 
of  Delaware  challenging  the  validity  of 
the  proceedings.  They  alleged  principally 
that  (1)  the  regulati<ms  confiict  with  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  because 
this  Commission  is  not  auDiorlzed  to 
enter  a  general  finding  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity,  (2)  the  regula¬ 
tions  are  unreasonable,  arbitrary,  and 
capricious,  (3)  plaintiffs  were  not  given 
opportunity  to  be  heard,  and  (4)  this 
Commission  failed  to  prepare  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statem^it. 

The  district  court  sustained  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  use  of  rulemaking  power  to 
make  a  general  finding  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity,  but  remanded 
the  case  for  fxuther  action  because  (1) 
this  Commission  failed  to  adequatdy 
analyze  the  criteria  for  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  as  set  forth  in  Pan- 
American  Bus  Lines  Operation.  1  M.C.C. 
190  (1936),  (2)  an  environmental  Impact 
statement  as  required  by  the  NaUcmal 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  42 
UB.C.  sections  4321,  ef  seq.,  was  not  pre¬ 
pared.  and  (3)  this  Commission  failed 
to  provide  for  any  notice  to  competitors 
of  the  filing  of  an  application  for  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  special  certificates.  Chem¬ 
ical  Leaman  Tank  Lines.  Inc.  v.  United 
States.  368  F.  Supp.  925  (D.  Del.,  1973), 
6ERC1129. 

Pursuant  to  the  district  court  opinion, 
this  Commission  on  April  9.  1974,  re¬ 
opened  this  proceeding  for  further  con¬ 
sideration  consistent  with  the  above- 
mentioned  (pinion. 

Discussion  or  the  Issues 

A.  Public  convenience  and  necessity. — 
Before  issuing  special  cmiificates  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity,  the  pro¬ 
posed  rules  must  be  examined  in  light 
the  three  part  test  described  in  the  Panr- 
American  decision,  supra  The  question 
which  must  be  resolved  is  whether  ttie 
proposed  operations  will  serve  a  useful 
purpose,  responsive  to  a  public  demand 


or  need;  whether  this  purpose  can  and 
will  be  served  as  well  by  existing  car¬ 
riers;  and  whether  the  new  services  can 
be  Instituted  without  endangering  or  im¬ 
pairing  the  operations  of  existing  car¬ 
riers  contrary  to  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy. 

The  scrap  to  be  transported  pursuant 
to  any  findings  in  this  proceeding  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  of  lower  value  than  scrap 
now  being  handled  by  the  railroads.  Bee 
our  final  impact  statement  in  Ex  Parte 
No.  295  (Sub-No.  1),  Increased  Freight 
Bates  and  Charges,  1973 — ^Recyclable 
Materials.  The  railroads,  for  the  most 
part,  are  hauling  industrial  waste  and 
processed  scrap.  In  this  proceeding,  we 
seek  to  permit  motor  carriers  to  trans¬ 
port  ws^te  t^t  would  be  ordinarily  dis¬ 
carded  because  competitive  transporta¬ 
tion  rates  (motor  or  rail)  make  it  too 
expensive  to  be  moved.  This  is  scrap  col¬ 
lected  in  furtherance  of  antilitter  pro¬ 
grams  and  is  not  expected  to  cause  a  ma¬ 
terial  diversion  of  traffic  from  existing 
carriers. 

The  economics  of  recycling  are  cmn- 
plex.  There  are  problems  involved  in  col¬ 
lecting  refuse,  sorting  mixed  refuse,  and 
delivering  it  to  recycling  plants.  In  1969, 
43.8  billion  beverage  containers  for  beer 
and  soft  drinks  were  manufactured  in 
the  United  States.  One  projectkm  of 
present  trends  Indicates  that,  by  1980, 
100  billion  of  these  bottles  and  cans  wiU 
be  produced  and  discarded  each  year. 
Beverage  containers  already  cmnprlse 
3.9  percoit  of  all  collected  refuse,  and 
the  number  is  growing  at  a  rate  of  nearly 
7.5  percent  a  year,  as  compared  to  4  per¬ 
cent  for  all  refuse.  Paper  constitutes  al¬ 
most  60  percent  of  roadside  litter  and  is 
difficult  to  collect.  In  1969,  58.3  million 
tons  of  paper  were  consumed  in  the 
United  States,  only  19  percent  of  whldi 
was  recycled. 

Ihe  litter  problem  which  these  waste 
products  fiause  and  the  growing  short¬ 
ages  of  some  natural  resources  has  pro¬ 
vided  the  impetus  for  the  national  re¬ 
cycling  effort.  For  any  recycling  pro¬ 
gram  to  be  effective,  there  must  be  avail¬ 
able  abimdant  and  fiexible  of 

transportation.  Transportatloa,  there¬ 
fore,  plays  a  vital  role  in  any  recycling 
program.  Just  as  goods  and  products  are 
transported  from  their  place  of  manu¬ 
facture  or  production  to  the  consuming 
public,  so  too  must  the  empty  containers 
and  waste  products  be  transported  back 
to  recycling  centers  in  order  to  channel 
them  once  again  into  new  productive 
uses.  The  useful  public  purpose  which 
the  regulations  will  serve  is  to  encomr- 
age  transportation  services  on  an  effi¬ 
cient  and  economic  basis  and,  by  s6 
doing,  to  assist  in  the  development  of 
vitally  needed  recycling  programs. 

At  the  present  time,  there  is  a  public 
d^and  for  the  services  envisioned  in 
Ex  Parte  No.  MC-85.  Recycling  centers 
are  being  established  throughout  ^e 
country.  Many  commimity  organizations 
are  getting  involved  in  local  cleanup 
campaigns.  Ihe  demands  for  transpor¬ 
tation  services  is  likely  to  increase  sub¬ 
stantially  as  more  centers  are  opened  and 
the  public  becomes  aware  of  its  it^e  tu 
the  recycling  effort. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  233— TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  3,  1974 


41864 


PROPOSED  RULES 


The  district  court  found  that  this 
Commission  had  adequately  addreued 
the  issue  of  whether  there  was  a  pubhc 
demand  for  the  Involved  transportation. 

368  F.  Supp.  925,  942. 

With  regard  to  the  secmid  and  third 
criteria  of  Pan-American,  It  Is  necessary 
to  examine  the  effects  of  the  regulations 
on  the  different  modes  of  transportation 
available. 

The  regulations  must  also  be  viewed 
In  light  of  the  effect  they  will  have  on  ex¬ 
isting  certificated  motor  carriers,  and 
whether  the  public  demand  can  be  served 
as  well  by  these  existing  carriers.  Ihe' 
national  recycling  effort  Is  a  relatively 
new  program,  and  the  local  commimity 
collections  centers  have  not  been  in  ex- 
Istoice  very  long  and  new  centers  are 
being  established  dally.  The  commod¬ 
ities  which  are  being  transported  from 
these  recycling  centers  are  low  value 
waste  products  which,  prior  to  the  re¬ 
cycling  effort  had  no  economic  value. 
Consequently,  the  transportation  of  most 
of  these  products  had  been  exempt  from 
economic  regiilation.  Now  to  the  extent 
that  these  commodities  can  be  recycled, 
they  have  taken  on  the  characteristics 
of  property,  although  their  economic 
value  is  still  relatively  low. 

A  niunber  of  representations  were 
filed  In  this  proceeding  by  shippers  who 
are  involved  in  the  recycling  effort.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  representations  were  filed  by  a 
number  of  glass  manufactiuing  con¬ 
cerns  and  beverage  companies.  Most  of 
these  shippers  expressed  imqualified  sup¬ 
port  for  the  regulations  because,  in  the 
past,  they  have  had  difBculty  seciirlng 
certified  carriers  with  the  authority  to 
transport  the  waste  products  needed  for 
recycling.  Because  of  the  low  value  of 
these  items,  many  carriers  are  simply  not 
Interested  in  handling  the  available  traf¬ 
fic.  One  of  the  primary  purposes  of  these 
regulations  is  to  streamline  the  necessary 
certification  process  in  order  to  make 
Ibe  transpmiation  of  waste  products 
more  attractive  to  motor  carriers.  It  Is 
anticipated  that  some  carriers  will  avail 
th«nselves  of  the  Involved  traflBc  on 
back-haul  movements  where  they  woiUd 
otherwise  be  required  to  return  with  an 
empty  load. 

B.  Notice  to  other  parties.  The  second 
ground  upon  which  the  court  remanded 
this  case  was  that  the  Commission  did 
not  provide  an  adequate  notice  procedure 
whereby  interested  carriers  would  be  in¬ 
formed  of  applications  filed  imder  the 
regulations. 

Section  205(e)  of  the  Motor  Carrier 
Act  requires  that  all  “interested  parties” 
be  given  notice  and  an  opportunity  to 
Intervene  in  any  proceeding  commenced 
imder  the  act.  In  an  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-85 
application  proceeding,  the  issue  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  will  already 
have  been  decided  under  the  rulemaking 
procedure.  There  will  still  be  important 
questions  which  must  be  answered  prior 
to  the  authorization  of  participation  in 
the  special  certificate.  The  court  fovmd 
that  due  to  the  interpretive  and  factual 
question  involved,  this  Commission 
should  not  act  without  the  benefit  of  ad¬ 
verse  evidence  which  competing  carriers 
could  bring  to  its  attention. 


While  the  court  did  not  specify  the 
type  of  notice  which  would  be  required, 
we  have  dected  to  publish  notice  in  the 
Fedekal  Register.  This  is  the  same  for¬ 
mat  which  is  being  successfully  utilized 
in  Gateway  Elimination,  119  M.C.C.  530 
(1974). 

Motor  carriers  desiring  to  perform  op¬ 
erations  pursuant  to  the  special  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
must  file  with  this  Ccxnmission  a  sworn 
and  notarized  request  (which  may  be  in 
letter  form)  containing  the  followhig: 

(1)  the  name  and  address  of  the  carrier’s 
representative  to  whom  inquiries  may  be 
made,  (2)  the  designation  of  the  car¬ 
rier’s  statutory  agent  for  service  of  proc¬ 
ess  within  each  of  the  States  in  or 
through  which  operations  are  proposed 
to  be  conducted  (Form  BC)C-3),  (3)  evi¬ 
dence  of  the  carrier’s  insmnnce  coverage 
(Forms  BM(3-90  or  BMC-91)  or  a  state¬ 
ment  that  such  evidence  is  already  on 
file  at  this  Commission,  (4)  a  copy  of  the 
carrier’s  tariff  (in  addition  to  ^e  three 
copies  filed  with  this  Commission’s  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Traffic)  pursuant  to  which  the 
service  authorized  by  these  rules  will  be 
performed,  which  tariff  must  specify  (a) 
the  territory  or  points  to  be  served,  (b) 
the  specific  commodities  to  be  trans¬ 
ported,  and  (c)  the  rates  to  be  charged 
(said  tariff  cannot  be  made  effective  for 
at  least  3Q  days  after  the  date  such  tariff 
is  filed  with  this  Commission  unless  spe¬ 
cial  permission  has  been  granted).  (5) 
a  statement  that  all  State  regulat<^ 
agencies  in  those  States  in  or  throuedi 
which  operations  are  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
ducted  have  been  notified  of  the  eerrier’s 
api^cation  to  become  a  party  to  the  spe¬ 
cial  certificate,  (6)  a  statemrat  describ¬ 
ing  the  pollution  control  program  or  pro¬ 
grams  in  which  the  carrier  intends  to 
participate,  (7)  a  statement  oi  opera- 
tkmal  feasibility,  and  (8)  a  statement 
demonstrating  the  applicant’s  fitness  (in¬ 
cluding  a  demonstration  of  appUoaat’s 
familiarity  with  the  appUeidilc  safety  re¬ 
quirements  and  statement  of  ttie  pro¬ 
posed  method  of  operation  and  equip¬ 
ment  available  for  such  service)  to  per¬ 
form  the  involved  service. 

Once  a  request  has  been  filed,  this 
Commission  wUl  publish  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  identifying  the  appli¬ 
cant  and  the  authority  sought.  Any  in¬ 
terested  carrier  may  file  a  protest  to  the 
request  on  or  before  December  23,  1974. 
Inasmuch  as  a  prospective  finding  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  b«-«« 
already  been  made,  any  consideration  of 
a  protest  to  a  request  shall  be  limited  to 
other  relevant  matters;  e.g.,  whether  the 
commodity  to  be  transported  is,  in  fact, 
a  “waste  product”  within  the  scope  of 
these  regulations,  or  whether  the  service 
proposed  will  be  pursuant  to  a  “recog¬ 
nized  pollution  control  program.”  In  ad¬ 
dition,  a  Protestant  may  challenge  appli¬ 
cant’s  fitness  to  perform  the  service  or 
chall^ge  any  information  contained  in 
the  notarized  request, 

Assiuning  its  tariff  has  become  effec¬ 
tive,  an  applicant  may  commence  the 
service  applied  for  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  2,  1975  unless  this  Commission  in¬ 
forms  it  that  it  does  not  meet  the  neces¬ 
sary  prerequisites. 


C.  Compliance  with  NEPA. — Oppo¬ 
nents  of  the  involved  regulations  arii^ 
to  the  court  that  this  proceeding  repre¬ 
sented  a  major  Federal  action  signifi¬ 
cantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969.  This  is  based  on  the  premise  that 
newly  authorized  carriers  under  these 
regulations  will  add  appreciably  to  the 
existing  volume  of  motor  carrier  traffic, 
and  this  will  contribute  to  air  pollution, 
highway  congestion,  and  the  depletion  of 
the  national  fuel  supply.  While  we  recog¬ 
nize  these  potential  adverse  effects,  there 
are  also  considerable  beneficial  aspects 
to  the  regulations,  including  the  in¬ 
centive  to  reuse  materials  in  place  of  nat¬ 
ural  resources  which  may  be  becoming 
scarce,  and  also  to  encourage  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  collection  centers  for  the 
pickup  of  unsightly  litter.  Attached  here¬ 
to  as  Appendix  A  is  a  draft  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  statement  which  presents  a 
full  discussion  of  the  environmental 
effects  and  possible  alternatives  to  Uie 
proposed  rules.  This  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  is  In  compliance  with 
section  102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  42  U.S.C. 
Section  4332,  and  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality’s  Guidelines. 

Procedural  Matters 

The  American  Trucking  Associations. 
Inc.,  on  June  19,  1974,  filed  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  and  for  modification' of  the  special 
regulations.  Inasmuch  as  this  proceeding 
was  reopened  on  April  9, 1974,  the  com¬ 
ments  of  the  American  Trucking  Asso¬ 
ciations  which  were  embraced  in  its  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  Intervene  have  been 
considered  in  this  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  and  Order. 

Furthermore,  oral  hearings  do  not 
appear  to  be  necessary  at  this  time  and 
none  is  contemplated.  Persons  wishing 
to  present  their  views  and  evidence, 
either  in  support  of,  or  in  opposition  to 
the  action  proposed  in  this  order  may  do 
so  by  the  submission  of  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments.  Carriers  participat¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding  will  be  directed 
to  supply  fvirther  data  relating  to  pos¬ 
sible  diversion  of  existing  carriers,  in¬ 
cluding  railroads. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  based  on  the  fore¬ 
going  explanation,  a  proceeding  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  instituted  under  part  n 
of  ihe  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  204,  206,  207,  208,  and 
210  thereof,  and  5  U.S.C.  553  and  559 
(the  Administrative  Procedure  Act) ,  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  whether  the 
present  or  future  public  convenience  and 
necessity  reqviires  the  adoption  of  the 
above-described  procedures  implement¬ 
ing  pollution  control  programs  and  for 
the  purpose  of  further  clarifying  the 
notice  procedures  to  be  followed  for  ap¬ 
plications  filed  pursuant  to  these  regu¬ 
lations  and  for  adoption  of  the  modified 
regulations  set  forth  below.  The  proceed¬ 
ing  is  also  instituted  for  the  purpose  of 
preparing  a  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  in  accordance  with  section 
102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  Sec- 
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tion  4332,  and  for  the  puipose  of  taklns 
such  other  and  further  actton  as  the 
facts  and  circumstances  may  Justify  or 
require. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  no  hearings 
be  scheduled  tar  the  recehring  of  oral 
testimony  unless  a  need  therefor  should 
later  appear,  but  anyone  interested  in 
making  representations  in  favor  of,  or 
against  the  proposed  regulations  is  here> 
by  invited  to  do  so  by  the  submlsslcm  of 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments.  Car> 
riers  participating  in  this  proceeding  are 
directed  to  supply  specific  data  i^ative 
to  any  possible  diversion  of  traffic  result- 
Ing  from  adoption  of  the  proposed  rules. 
Such  data  should  include  the  identity 
of  the  c(xnmodlties  which  the  carriers 
fear  may  be  diverted,  representative 
service  points,  the  average  length  of  the 
involved  hauls,  and  acttml  statistics  of 
diversion  since  the  existing  rules  became 
effective  in  1971.  An  original  and  15 
copies  of  such  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments,  Shan  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
on  or  before  January  2.  1975.  AU  such 
statements  wfil  be  considered  as  evi¬ 
dence  and  as  a  part  of  the  record  in  the 
proceeding. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
to  the  general  public  of  the  matter  here¬ 
in  under  consideration  wlU  be  given  by 
depositing  a  copy  of  this  notice  in  ttie 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
for  public  inspection  and  by  filing  a  copy 
thereof  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[sxAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

Draft  envirommental  impact  statement 
(Sx  Parto  No.  MO-S5] 

Transportation  of  "Wasta**  Products  for  Rs- 
uaa  and  Rscycdlng  (OeiiMal  Motor  Carrier 
Ijloenslng) 

SUMMAST 

(X)  Draft  (  )  Pinal  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

,  OmCE  OP  PROCEEDINGS,  INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

1.  Type  of  action 

(X)  AdministrstlTe  (  )  Legislative. 

3.  Description  of  action 
Tlie  proposed  rules  would  permit  the  Oom- 
mlaslon  to  Issue  special  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  “waste  products’*  In  furtherance  of 
a  recognized  poUutlon  control  program.  The 
new  rules  are  designed  to  slmpUfy  regulatory 
procedures  to  enhance  the  transportation  of 
waste  products  In  order  to  make  a  significant 
contribution  to  the  national  recycling  pro¬ 
gram 

3.  Summary  of  environmental  impacts 
^The  proposed  rules  wiU  have  a  beneficial 
Impact  on  the  environment.  The  primary  Im¬ 
pact  will  be  to  provide  an  additional  Incen¬ 
tive  for  the  transportation  of  waste  products 
tor  recycling.  This  wlU  result  in  an  Improve¬ 
ment  In  the  aesthetic  environment  by  a  re¬ 
duction  In  unsightly  litter,  and  it  wlU  result 
in  leas  dependence  on  natural  resources.  The 
rules  wlU  also  provide  additional  tralBc  for 
backhaul  movements.  The  regulations  may 
cause  some  diversion  of  trafilc  frcnn  rail  to 
truck  on  sbmrt  distance  movements.  This 
may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  energy  con¬ 
sumption  and  traffic  congestion. 

4.  Alternatives  considered 


L  No  action. 

2.  Exemption  for  economic  regulation. 

S.  Hedefinlglcn  of  authority. 

S.  Comments  hmoe  been  requested  from 
1.  Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

3.  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

S.  Department  of  Transportation. 

4.  Federal  Boergy  Administration. 

5.  Department  of  Commerce. 

6.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

7.  Other  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

$.  Data  made  available  to  CS<i  and  pubUe. 

I.  Description  of  the  proposal 
The  action  being  contemplated  Is  fully 
described  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule¬ 
making  and  Order,  served  December  81,  1S70. 
and  in  Transportation  of  "Waster  Products 
for  Reuse,  114  M.C.C.  03  (1971),  and  they 
are  hereby  Incorporated  by  reference  and 
made  a  part  of  this  draft  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement.  Generally,  the  Commission, 

In  recognition  of  the  vital  role  which  Wans- 
portation  factors  play  in  any  effective  re¬ 
cycling  program,  and  in  view  of  the  Federal 
goal  to  encoiurage  the  recycling  of  vital 
materials,  instituted  this  proceeding  to  make 
the  tran^xartatlon  of  waste  products  for 
reuse  and  recycling  in  furtherance  of  recog¬ 
nized  pollution  control  programs  by  motor 
carriers  more  attractive  by  simplifying 
licensing  procedures.  It  is  anticipated  that 
this  action  will  encourage  and  assist  In  the 
development  of  more  effective  recycling 
programs. 

The  Commission  has  initiated  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  its  general  rulemaking  power, 
pursuant  to  Part  n  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act.  In  the  attached  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking  the  Commission  has  ex¬ 
amined  the  regulations  contemplated  In  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC~85  and  has  found,  prospec¬ 
tively.  that  they  are  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity  and  are  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  national  transportation  policy. 

Assuming  that  a  prospective  finding  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  will  bo 
made  In  the  final  report  herein,  a  motor 
carrier  seeking  to  transport  waste  products 
for  reuse  or  recycling  in  furtherance  of  a 
recognized  pc^utlon  control  program  will 
be  required  to  submit  a  request  for  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  special  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  This  request  must 
include  a  copy  of  the  applicant’s  tariff  pur¬ 
suant  to  which  the  service  sought  will  be 
performed  a  statement  that  it  will  be  trans¬ 
porting  an  eligible  waste  product  fcEr  reuse 
or  recycling  in  furtherance  of  a  recognized 
pollution  control  program,  a  statement  of 
operational  feasibility,  and  a  statement  deih- 
onstratlng  its  fitness  to  perform  the  Involved 
service.  *1710  procedures  envisioned  for  these 
authorizations  are  streamlined.  Once  the  re¬ 
quest  is  received,  a  notice  describing  the 
proposed  service  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Reoister,  thus  giving  formal  notice 
to  other  carriers  of  the  authority  sought. 
If  the  Commission  finds  that  the  applicant 
is  eligible  to  perform  this  service  and  the 
appropriate  application  procedures  have  been 
followed,  the  applicant  wll  Ibe  authorized  to 
perform  the  proposed  service.  The  service 
authorized  Shan  be  between  an  point,,  as 
indicated  in  appropriately  filed  tariffs. 

It.  Probable  environmental  impacts  of 
proposed  action 

It  is  contemplated  that  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  will  result  in  a  beneficial  impact  on  the 
environment. 

As  previously  discussed,  one  of  the  most 
significant  environmental  goals  in  the  Na¬ 
tion  Is  to  foster  the  establishment  of  re¬ 
cycling  centers  In  order  to  channel  waste 
products  back  into  the  manufacturing  cycle. 
To  achieve  an  effective  recycling  program,  it 


is  necessary  to  make  available  an  abundant 
and  efficient  source  of  transpmtatlon  to  han¬ 
dle  recyclable  materials.  *rhe  primary  bene¬ 
ficial  impact  of  the  proposed  nfies  would  bo 
to  streamline  the  certification  prooedtuw  for 
motor  carriers  seeking  to  transport  affected 
waste  products,  and  thereby  provide  an  in¬ 
centive  for  an  eipanded  recycling  program. 

The  expansion  of  recycling  programs  will 
result  In  two  beneficial  environmental  im¬ 
pacts.  First,  it  will  provide  an  incentive  to 
clean  up  mtKdi  of  the  litter  which  mars  the 
countryside  by  rechanneling  it  back  Into  the 
manufacturing  cycle.  This  will  Improve  the 
aesthetic  environment  of  the  Nation.  Second, 
the  recycling  effort  will  result  in  less  depend¬ 
ence  by  manufacturing  firms  on  virgin  and 
raw  material,  as  more  processed  goods  are 
reclaimed  from  the  consumer  and  recycled 
back  Into  productive  use. 

Another  beneficial  Impact  of  the  proposed 
action  will  be  to  provide  addlttonal  trafilc  t(» 
backhaul  movements.  A  backhaul  movement 
Is  defined  as  traffic  moving  in  the  dirsetlon 
of  light  flow  when  a  carriers  traflle  on  a 
route  is  heavier  in  one  direction  than  the 
other.  For  example,  if  a  carrier  hauls  a  com- 
saodity  from  New  York  to  Baltlmors.  and  has 
no  traffic  available  for  return,  he  would  nor¬ 
mally  return  to  New  York  snq>ty.  Under  the 
proposed  rules,  it  would  be  a  relatively  sim¬ 
ple  procedure  for  the  carrier  to  acquire  au¬ 
thority  to  transport  eraste  products  from 
Baltimore  bacA  to  New  York.  Although  It  is 
Impossible  to  detomilne  to  what  extent 
empty  backhaul  movmnents  may  be  sllsai- 
nated  as  a  result  of  this  action,  it  la  evident 
that  the  proposed  rule  Outages  will  make 
available  a  greater  opportunity  for  motor 
carriers  to  engage  in  backhaul  opsratkms.  To 
the  extent  that  this  oecura,  these  regula¬ 
tions  will  have  the  effect  of  providing  addi¬ 
tional  traffic  for  motor  carriers  which  othw- 
wise  would  be  traveling  over  the  highways 
with  an  empty  load. 

III.  Attemattves  to  the  proposed  action 

1.  No  action. — ^If  the  proposed  rules  are  not 
Instituted  then  motcv  carriers  seeking  au¬ 
thority  to  transport  the  involved  commodi¬ 
ties  would  rely  on  the  traditional  licensing 
procedures  of  the  Commission.  A  case-by¬ 
case  examination  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  would  be  conducted,  addressing 
that  issue  only  when  an  individual  carrier 
applied  to  the  Commission  for  authority  to 
transport  defined  commodities  over  defined 
routes.  Traditionally,  a  case-by-case  analy¬ 
sis  has  been  conducted  In  the  area  of  motor 
carrier  licensing  in  order  to  determine  in 
light  of  the  facts  in  each  case  whether  the 
competitive  balance  would  be  altered  by  a 
grant  of  the  authority  applied  for. 

In  some  situations,  the  Commission  can 
find,  in  advance  of  any  specific  authority 
sou^t,  that  a  proposed  general  grant  of  au¬ 
thority  will  be  consistent  vrith  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  In  Ex  Parte  No.  MC- 
85.  the  Commission  determined,  in  advance, 
that  there  was  a  public  need  for  this  service, 
and  that  existing  authorized  carriers  could 
not  serve  this  need  as  well. 

There  are  some  discernible  environmental 
Impacts  which  would  result  from  the  no 
action  alternative.  First,  the  Commission’s 
primary  purpose  in  instituting  this  rule- 
making  proceeding  was  to  aid  in  the  national 
recycling  effort  by  streamlining  the  certifica¬ 
tion  process  for  motor  carriers  seeking  to 
transport  waste  for  pollution  control  pro¬ 
grams.  Given  the  vital  role  which  trans¬ 
portation  necessarily  plays  in  this  effort, 
failure  to  adopt  the  proposed  rules  arlll  pre¬ 
vent  the  institution  of  an  added  Incentive 
to  transpcMt  waste  products  for  this  purpose. 
If  the  traditional  licensing  procedures  are 
employed,  applicants  seeking  to  transport 
waste  products  for  recycling  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  pay  the.  normal  $350  filing  fee  for 
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eiAh  appllcatloxL  aubmlUed.  Hite  fee  may 
( issuade  some  carriers  from  seeking  such 
authority  because  of  the  low  profit  margins 
i'lTolved  in  the  trani^xaiation  this  traffic. 

*}  he  proposed  regulations  do  not  provide  for 
a  filing  fee.  The  feeling  of  the  Oommteslon 
1>  that  the  regulations  are  designed  to  en¬ 
courage  recycling  efforts,  and  if  a  filing  fee 
v'ould  deter  even  one  carrier  from  taking 
advantage  of  the  proposed  rules,  then  a  filing 
fee  should  not  be  required.  When  consider¬ 
ing  this  alternative  and  the  arguably  adverse 
environmental  impacts  which  would  result 
from  a  diversion  of  traffic  from  rail  to  motor 
carrier,  as  a  rulemaking  procedure,  if  any 
carrier  or  group  of  carriers  prove  to  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  proposed  rules,  and 
they  can  present  sufficient  evidence  of  such 
an  adverse  effect,  the  ad<^ted  regulations 
can  be  amended. 

2.  txemption  from  economic  regiiiation. — 
One  alternative  to  be  considered  is  ex- 
emptian  of  the  involved  *^ra8te"  producto 
moving  for  purpoeee  of  recycling  from  the 
regulatory  oontrol  of  the  Oommiaslon. 

However,  sinoe  the  national  recycling  effort 
began,  these  oommodttles,  which  previously 
had  little  or  no  economic  value,  have  net 
become  valuable  to  the  ttznlted  extent  that  a 
demand  haa  been  created  for  their  reuee. 
Tbeae  eommodltlea,  which  ordinarily  wovM 
have  been  diecarded,  have  now  beooma  an 
important  elemaat  in  the  aeannfacturiBg 
proceee.  Once  these  materlato  have  been  pur- 
Chaaed  for  use  in  a  recycling  program,  they 
assiune  aU  characteristics  of  property  under 
Part  n  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  and 
as  such,  their  transportation  te  subject  to  full 
eoon<»nlc  regulation  by  the  Oommtealon. 

3.  Redefinition  of  authoritf. — Numerous 
suggestions  have  been  made  by  interested 
parties  to  exclude  or  Include  certain  services 
and  operations.  These  suggestions  have  been 
fully  treated  In  the  September  SO,  1971. 
Beport  of  the  Commission  (114  M.C.C.  93), 
and  th.ere  te  no  need  to  rei>^  that  discos- 
Blon  here.  The  Commission  has  proposed  to 
limit  the  authority  granted  to  the  trana- 
p(Hin.tlon  of  waste  products  for  reuse  or  re¬ 
cycling  in  ftniherance  of  a  recognized  pol¬ 
lution  control  program.  It  Is  felt  that  the 
commodity  description,  in  its  present  form. 

Is  unambiguous,  and  easily  enforceable.  It 
Is  broad  enough  to  contribute  significantly  to 
the  fight  against  pollution,  yet  it  te  suffi¬ 
ciently  restrictive  to  prevent  any  substantial 
diversion  of  traffic  or  revenues  from  existing 
carrlen.  If  a  redefinition  of  the  aulhcwity 
would  result  in  an  increased  diversion  of 
traffic  from  ran  to  truck,  then  a  corresponding 
adverse  effect  on  the  environment  may  occur. 

IV.  Advprse  effectt  tehich  cannot  be  avoided 

The  primary  adverse  environmental  effect 
which  parttea  In  opposition  to  these  regula¬ 
tions  foresee  te  that  a  streamlined  certifica¬ 
tion  procedure  for  motor  carriers  would  re¬ 
sult  in  a  diversion  of  “waste”  product  traffic 
from  rail  to  truck.  This  would  have  the  im¬ 
mediate  effect  of  placing  more  motor  car¬ 
riers  <»i  the  Nation’s  highway,  tbxu  con¬ 
tributing  to  traffic  congestion  and  causing 
Increased  safety  problems  for  aU  risers  of 
the  highway. 

Thera  te  an  additional  adverse  effect  which 
might  occur  If  traffic  te  diverted  from  rail  to 
motor  carrier  transportation  aa  a  conse¬ 
quence  of  these  rules.  It  is  generally  ac¬ 
cepted  that  railroads  provided  a  much  more 
efficient  means  of  transportation  from  an 
environmental  standpoint  than  trucks.  If  a 
substantial  amount  of  traffic  were  to  be  di¬ 
verted  from  rail  to  truck  as  a  result  of  this 
action,  then  a  significant  Increase  in  air 
pollution  emissions  and  an  inereaais  in  fuel 
consumption  would  occur.  The  effect  on  air 
quality  and  the  depletion  of  natural  resources 
would  be  adverse. 


Ihe  proposed  rules  may,  however,  cause  a 
diversion  from  rail  to  truck  for  ahort-hsxil 
movements.  However,  in  view  of  the  overall 
beneficial  impact  which  these  rules  will  have 
on  the  national  recycling  effort,  it  is  fait 
that  any  diversion  of  this  nalure  which  may 
occur  will  be  insignificant  in  comparison  to 
the  benefit  to  the  recycling  program. 

V.  The  relationship  between  local  short-term 
uses  of  man’s  environment  and  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  enhancement  of  long-term  pro¬ 
ductivity 

Implementation  of  the  proposed  special  li¬ 
censing  procediireB  will  facilitate  an  ex¬ 
panded  program  of  recycling.  This  will  have 
a  beneficial  Impact  in  the  long-run  on  the 
productivity  of  the  Nation.  As  more  and  more 
materials  are  recycled  hack  into  the  manu¬ 
facturing  process,  there  will  be  less  depend¬ 
ence  on  virgin  raw  materials  tor  initial 
use. 

Xa  the  short  term,  recycling,  which  should 
be  eatouraged  by  the  pnqpo^  rates.  w81 
fadUteSe  the  removal  ef  uaslghtly  garbage 
and  refuee  tram  the  land.  This  should  have 
a  beneficial  impact  on  aeethetiics.  In  addi- 
tioa,  to  the  extent  that  these  proposed  rvdes 
result  In  a  diversion  of  traffic  from  rail  to 
truck,  there  will  be  a  oerre^pondlng  toseeaos 
fea  traffic  eongcstion  on  the  ^hways,  assum¬ 
ing  this  traffic  te  not  used  as  a  backhaul. 

VI.  Any  irreversible  and  irretrietfuble  com¬ 
mitments  of  resources  tshicA  would  be  in¬ 
volved  in  the  proposed  action  should  it  be 
implemented 

It  diversion  from  rail  to  truck  actually  oc¬ 
curs,  an  Increase  in  the  use  of  fuel  consump¬ 
tion  will  result  to  the  extent  the  movement 
does  not  involve  a  backhaul.  This  represents 
an  irreversible  commitment  of  resources. 

However,  the  major  impetus  behind  the 
proposed  rules  is  to  foster  less  dependence  on 
virgin  and  raw  materials,  thus  more  efficient 
utilization  of  existing  resources  will  have  a 
beneficial  intact  on  the  environment. 

It  Is  pr<«x)sed  that  §  1062.1  be  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1062.1  Special  procedures  for  for-hire 
motor  carriers  engaged  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  for  recycling  or  reuse  of 
*Sva8te**  products  in  furtherance  of 
recognized  pollution  control  pro¬ 
grams. 

(a)  Scope  of  special  rules.  These 
special  rules  govern  the  filing  and 
handling  of  applications  seeking  the 
right  to  operate  pursuant  to  a  special 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  operations  in 
Interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  by 
motor  vdiicle,  over  irregular  rout^,  of 
“waste”  products  for  recycling  or  reuse 
in  furtherance  of  recognized  pollution 
control  programs,  between  all  points  in 
the  United  States  (including  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  subject  to  certain  terms,  con> 
ditions,  and  restrictions  set  forth  In  the 
certificate  in  paragraph  (e)  below. 

(b)  Applications  for  a  special  certifi¬ 
cate.  Motor  carriers  desiring  to  perform 
operations  pursuant  to  the  special  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  set  forth  in  paragraph  (d)  below 
must  file  with  this  Commission  a  sworn 
and  notarized  request  (which  may  be  in 
letter  form)  containing  the  following: 
(1)  the  name  and  address  of  the  carrier’s 
representative  to  whom  inquiries  may  be 
made.  (2)  the  designation  of  the  car¬ 
rier’s  statutory  agent  for  service  of  proc¬ 
ess  within  each  of  the  United  States 


(Form  BOC-3),  (3)  evidence  of  the  car¬ 
rier’s  insurance  coverage  (Forms  BMC-80 
and  BMC-91)  or  a  statement  that  such 
evidence  is  cuirently  on  file  at  this  Com¬ 
mission,  (4)  a  copy  of  the  carrier’s  tar¬ 
iff  (in  addition  to  the  three  copies  filed 
with  this  Commission’s  Bureau  of  Traf¬ 
fic)  pursuant  to  which  the  service  au¬ 
thorized  by  these  rules  will  be  performed, 
which  tariff  must  specify  (a)  the  terri¬ 
tory  or  points  to  be  served,  (b)  the  spe¬ 
cific  commodities  to  be  transported,  and 

(c)  the  rates  to  be  charged  (said  tcuriff 
cannot  be  made  effective  for  at  least  30 
days  after  the  date  such  tariff  Is  filed 
with  this  Commission  unless  special  per¬ 
mission  has  been  granted).  (5)  a  state¬ 
ment  that  all  State  regulatory  agencies 
have  be^  notified  of  the  carrier’s  appli¬ 
cation  to  become  a  party  to  the  a?cclal 
certificate  embodied  In  paragraph  (d) 
b^w,  (6)  a  statement  describing  the 
pollution  control  program  or  jprograms 
in  which  the  earlier  intends  to  partici¬ 
pate,  (7)  a  statement  of  <K>erattonal 
feaslbiUtr,  and  (8)  a  statement  demon- 
shrathig  the  applicant’s  fitness  to  per¬ 
form  the  involved  service. 

(c)  Werivsr  of  cerUtin  f^Ung  require¬ 
ment.  SectloQ  220(a)  of  the  act  reject¬ 
ing  the  filing  of  annual  repenis  Its  sus¬ 
pended  as  to  the  operations  authorized 
in  the  speriel  ecrttficato  set  forth  In 
paragraph  (e)  below. 

(d)  Notice.  Ihls  Commission  will  pub¬ 
lish  a  notice  In  the  Federal  Register 
indicating  the  carrier’s  intention  to  par¬ 
ticipate  In  the  special  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  Protests  to 
such  notices  must  be  received  at  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  within 
20  days  of  the  date  of  that  publication. 
If  the  carrier  is  not  otherwise  Informed 
by  this  Commission,  operations  may  com¬ 
mence  within  30  dajrs  of  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(e)  Certification.  Appropriate  ac¬ 
knowledgement  letters  will  be  Issued  to 
notify  motor  carriers  that  they  have  been 
foimd  eligible  to  operate  pursuant  to  the 
special  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  which  reads  as  follows: 

Special  Certhtcatz  or  Public  Comveniencx 
AHD  NxcxssrrT 

(Ex  Parte  No.  MC-SS]' 

designated  motox  carreers  participatino  in 

THR  TRANSPORTATION  OF  "WASTE”  PRODUCTS 
F<«  RECTCLING  OR  'REUSE  IN  FURTHERANCE 
OF  BECOONIZXD  POLLUTION  CONTROL  PROGRAMS 

At  a  Oeneral  Session  of  tbe  Interstate 
Commerce  C<Mnmlsslon,  held  at  its  office  in 

Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  _  day  of 

.  1974. 

After  due  investigation.  It  appearing  that 
the  described  carriers  have  complied  with  all 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  the  requirements,  rules,  and 
regulations  prescribed  thereunder,  and,  hav¬ 
ing  complied  with  all  the  requirements  es- 
tablshed  by  the  Commission  in  Its  report 
In  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-85,  are,  therefore,  en¬ 
titled  to  receive  authority  from  this  Com¬ 
mission  to  engage  in  transportation  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  conunerce  as  motor  car¬ 
riers;  and  the  (Commission  so  finding; 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  said  carriers  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  granted  this  special  oertlfl- 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  as 
evidence  of  the  authority  the  holdem  to 
engage  in  tranjortaUon  In  Intecztate  or  for- 
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eign  commerce  as  common  carriers  by  motor 
vehicle;  subject,  however,  to  such  terms,  con¬ 
ditions,  and  limitations  as  are  now,  or  may 
hereafter  be,  attached  to  the  exercise  of  the 
privileges  herein  granted  to  the  said  carriers. 

It  i$  further  ordered,  and  is  made  a  condl- 
tldn  of  this  certlhcate  that  the  holders 
thereof  shall  render  reasonably,  continuous, 
and  adequate  service  to  the  public  in  pur¬ 
suance  of  the  authOTity  granted,  and  that 
failure  to  do  so  shall  constitute  sufficient 
grounds  for  suspension,  change,  or  revocation 
of  this  certificate  as  to  any  such  holder. 

And  it  f»  further  ordered.  That  the  trans¬ 
portation  service  to  be  perfwmed  by  the  said 
carriers  in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
shall  be  as  follows; 

Between  all  points  in  the  United  States,  In 
the  transportation  of  "waste”  prdoucts  fOT 
recycling  or  reuse  in  the  furtherance  of 
recognized  pollution  control  programs. 

Terms,  Gonditions,  and  Limitations 

The  authority  granted  herein  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  It  duplicates  any  authority  hereto¬ 
fore  granted  to  or  now  held  by  the  said  par¬ 
ticipating  carrier  shall  not  be  construed  as 
conferring  more  than  one  opiating  right. 

Any  motCMT  carrier  with  contract  carrier 
authority  to  transport  commodities  similar 
to  those  authorized  in  the  above-described 
certificate  for  any  of  the  shippers  partici¬ 
pating  in  pertinent  pollution  control  pro¬ 
grams  shall  not  be  permitted  to  transport  the 
involved  commodities  for  the  same  shipper 
as  a  common  carrier  under  the  authority 
granted  herein.  The  right  of  the  Commission 
to  impose  in  the  future  such  terms,  condi¬ 
tions,  or  limitations  as  may  be  necessary  to 
Insure  that  any  participating  carrier’s  opera¬ 
tions  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  including  sections 
210  thereof,  is  hereby  expressly  reserved. 

The  authority  granted  herein  does  not  au¬ 
thorize  the  transportation  of  newly  manu¬ 
factured  commodities  or  commodities  not  in 
the  recycling  process  in  furtherance  of  a  rec¬ 
ognized  pollution  control  program. 

The  authority  granted  herein  will  expire 
S  years  from  the  date  of  approval  unless  a  re¬ 
quest  for  extension  is  submitted  not  earlier 
than  2  years  after  the  date  of  issuance  nor 
later  than  90  days  before  the  expiration  date; 
and  that  such  request  for  extension  must  in¬ 
clude  a  performance  report  documenting  (a) 
the  commodities  transported,  (b)  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  traffic  (c)  revenues  derived  therefrom, 
(d)  origins  and  destinations  of  traffic  han¬ 
dled,  and  (e)  any  other  pertinent  data. 

The  authOTity  granted  herein  shall  not 
hereafter  be  served  by  sale  or  otherwise. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald. 

(FR  Doc .74-28220  Filed  12-2-74; 8: 45  am] 

[  49  CFR  Part  1201  ] 

(No.  32153;  Sub-No.  8] 

UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  ACCOUNTS 

Elimination  of  Mail  and  Express  Revenue 
Accounts 

November  27,  1974. 

At  a  general  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  held  at  Its  office 
In  Washington,  D.C.  (m  the  15th  day  of 
November,  1974. 

This  proceeding  Is  being  instituted  on 
our  own  motion  to  consider  revisions 


to  the  uniform  system  of  accoimts  for 
railrc^  companies  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  this  Commission.  These  proposed 
revisions  relate  to  the  elimination  of  the 
separate  Mall  and  Express  revenue  ac¬ 
counts  106  and  ‘Xbl  from  the  Uniform 
Astern  of  Accounts  for  Railroad  Com¬ 
panies  and  the  incorporation  of  the 
revenues  now  reported  in  those  accounts 
into  the  “101  Freight”  revenue  account. 

Our  present  accounting  system  re¬ 
quires  separate  accoimt  disclosure  for 
mail  and  express  revenues  although 
conditions  which  led  to  the  separate  ac¬ 
count  disclosure  of  these  revenues  no 
longer  exist.  The  amount  of  mail  and 
express  traffic  and  revenues  are  minor 
in  comparison  to  other  freight  traffic. 

As  a  result,  we  propose  to  incorporate 
these  revalues  \mder  the  freight 
revenue  account  as  prescribed  in  the 
imiform  system  of  accounts  for  other 
modes  of  transporation. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  matters  and  good  cause  appear¬ 
ing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  a  proceeding  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  instituted  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  section  20  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  pursuant  to  sections 
553  and  559  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  vsrith  a  view  to  adopting  the 
proposed  regulation  set  forth  in  Appen¬ 
dix  A  of  this  Notice,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  such  other  and  further  action 
as  the  facts  and  circumstances  may 
justify  and  require. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  railroads 
subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
be.  and  they  are  hereby,  made  respond¬ 
ents  in  this  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  no  oral 
hearing  be  scheduled  for  the  receiving 
of  testimony  in  this  proceeding  unless  a 
need  therefor  should  later  appear,  but 
that  respondents  or  any  other  interested 
parties  may  participate  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  by  submitting  for  consideration 
written  statements  of  fact,  views,  and 
arguments  on  the  subjects  mentioned 
above,  or  any  other  subjects  pertaining 
to  this  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  inter¬ 
ested  persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  of  fact,  views,  or  arguments 
shall  file  an  original  (and,  if  possible,  15 
copies)  of  such  representations  with  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20423,  by 
January  10, 1975;  and  that  all  such  state¬ 
ments  be  considered  as  evidence  and 
as  a  part  of  the  record  in  this  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  writ¬ 
ten  material  or  suggesticms  submitted 
shall  be  made  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  12th  and  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
during  regular  business  hours. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  statu¬ 
tory  notice  of  the  institution  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  given  to  all  respondents  and 
to  the  general  public  by  mailing  a  copy 
of  this  order  to  the  Governor  of  every 


State  and  to  the  Public  Utilities  Cmnmis- 
slons  or  Boards  of  each  State  having 
jurisdiction  over  transportation,  by  post¬ 
ing  a  copy  of  this  order  in  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection,  and  by  delivering  a  copy 
thereof  to  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  for  publication  in  the  Fei>- 
ERAL  Register  as  notice  to  all  interested 
persons. 

This  decision  is  not  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  withhi  the 
meaning  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  *  Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  1201, 
Uniform  System  of  Accoimts  for  Rail¬ 
road  Companies,  as  follows: 

List  of  Instructions  and  Accounts 

Under  “Railway  Operating  Revenue 
Accounts — ^Transportation  Revenue  Ac¬ 
counts”,  after  line  item  “105  Parlor  and 
chair  car”  delete: 

106  Mall. 

107  Express. 

RAILWAY  OPERATING  REVENUE 
ACCOUNTS 

The  text  of  account  “101  Fright”  Is 
amended  by  adding  paragraphs  (D)  and 
(E)  and  Note  (H) .  As  amended  the  text 
reads: 

101  Freight. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  This  account  shall  include  the 
revenue  from  the  transportation  of  mail 
at  established  rates  for  specified  routes; 
from  the  use  of  railway  post-office  cars 
when  in  carrier’s  service  transporting 
mails;  from  the  use  of  special  mall  fa¬ 
cilities;  and  from  bonuses  for  special 
mail  transportation.  To  this  account  shall 
be  charged  fines  and  penalties  Imposed 
by  the  Government  when  not  collected 
from  agents  or  employees. 

(e)  This  account  shall  include  the  rev¬ 
enue  from  transportation  of  express  mat¬ 
ters  and  from  use  of  facilities  on  trains 
and  at  stations  incident  to  such  trans¬ 
portation.  When  a  railway  company 
transacts  an  express  business  through  its 
regular  railway  organization,  the  revenue 
therefrom  shall  be  credited  to  this  ac¬ 
count. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Note  H:  When  contracts  for  express  priv¬ 
ileges  provide  specific  amounts  for  the  rent 
of  facilities  at  stations,  such  amounts  shall 
be  Included  im  revenue  account  142,  "Rents 
of  buildings  and  other  property.” 

106, 107  [Deleted] 

The  title  and  text  of  account  “100 
Mail”  is  deleted. 

The  title  and  text  of  account  “107 
Express”  Is  deleted. 

(FR  Doc.74-28238  FUed  12-2-74:8:40  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
GRANTING  OF  REUEF 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
18  U^S.C..  section  925(c),  the  foUowing 
nam^  persons  have  been  granted  relief 
from  disabilities  imposed  by  Federal  laws 
with  respect  to  the  acquisition,  transfer, 
receipt,  shipment,  or  possession  of  fire¬ 
arms  Incurred  by  reason  of  their  con¬ 
victions  of  crimes  punishable  by  impris¬ 
onment  for  a  term  exceeding  one  year. 

It  has  been  established  to  my  satisfac¬ 
tion  that  the  circumstances  regarding 
the  convictions  and  each  applicant's  rec¬ 
ord  and  reputation  are  such  that  the 
applicants  will  not  be  likely  to  act  in  a 
maimer  dangerous  to  public  safety,  and 
that  the  granting  of  the  relief  will  not 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

Bogsty,  liewls  Joseph,  2103  Emigration  Can¬ 
yon.  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  convicted  on 
June  16,  1967,  and  Octol>er  14.  1968,  In  the 
Third  Judicial  District  Court  of  the  State 
of  Utah. 

Bosshardt,  Donald  Allen,  4239  Fenton.  BU- 
llngs,  Montana,  convicted  cm  April  38, 1967, 
in  the  13th  Judicial  District  Coxirt,  Ytilow- 
stone  County,  Montana. 

Brunner,  David  M.,  404%  Market  Street, 
Hekooea,  Wisconsin,  convicted  on  March  18, 
1973,  In  the  County  Court,  Wood  Co\mty, 
Wisconsin. 

Christian  Cleo  L..  2211  Zabel  Drive,  Charles¬ 
ton,  West  Vlr^nla,  convicted  on*  July  5, 
1946,  In  the  Circuit  Court.  Fayette 
County,  West  Virginia. 

Collins,  Edward  Nelson,  613  E.  42nd  Street, 
TopAa,  convicted  on  Decem¬ 

ber  14.  1935,  In  the  Jefferson  County  Dis¬ 
trict  Court,  State  of  Kansas. 

Cooper,  Gary  Lee,  4252  HudnaU  Road,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Florida,  convicted  on  Decem¬ 
ber  6,  1963,  In  the  Circuit  Court  of  War¬ 
ren  County,  Mississippi,  and  on  October  15, 
1968,  In  the  Criminal  Court  of  Record, 
JackjBonvlUe,  Duvall  Covmty,  Florida. 

Covington,  Alphonza,  139  AUers  Boulevard, 
Roosevelt,  New  York,  convicted  on  No¬ 
vember  13,  1941,  In  the  Superior  Court, 
New  Hanover  Cotmty,  North  Carolina. 
Dlsmukes,  Hugh  C..  Post  Office  Box  1196, 
Corpus  ChrlstL  Texas,  convicted  on  Janu¬ 
ary  18,  1962,  In  the  Criminal  IMstrict  Court 
of  Travis  County,  Texas,  and  on  or  about 
September  24,  1969,  In  the  District  Ckmrt 
far  the  City  and  Coxmty  of  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado. 

Erbls,  William,  59-20  67th  Road.  Maspeth, 
New  York,  convicted  on  Octob»  80.  1956, 
In  the  Kings  County  Supreme  Court,  New 
York. 

TV)garasl,  Harold  Allen,  RR.  #4,  Box  95, 
Delphi,  Indiana,  convicted  on  November  30, 
1961,  In  the  White  Circuit  Court  (Indiana) . 


Orler.  Roger,  1494  Newton  Avenue,  SR.  At¬ 
lanta,  Oeo^a,  convicted  on  or  about  Sep¬ 
tember  18,  1963,  In  the  Fulton  County 
Superlcw  Court,  Atlanta,  Georgia. 

Harris,  Dan  Edgar.  Route  4,  Box  400,  Panama 
City,  Florida,  convicted  on  May  15.  1968, 

In  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Florida. 

Henry,  Larry  L.,  RFD  #4,  Laconia,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire.  convicted  on  October  14. 1970,  In  the 
Buparkar  Court  for  the  County  of  Belknap. 
Laconia,  New  Hampshire. 

Hochhalter,  Gerald  J..  1830  East  62nd.  Ta¬ 
coma.  Washington,  convicted  on  April  29, 
1960,  In  the  Siq>erlor  Comrt  of  the  State  of 
Washington  In  and  for  Pierce  Coimty,  Ta¬ 
coma,  Washington. 

Inzaan,  Jr..  Ttoj  Calvin.  1416  6tti  Avenue, 
Rodt  Iffiand,  nunots,  convicted  on  Fbbru- 
ary  8.  1962,  In  the  Rock  Island  County 
Circuit  Cou:^  Rock  Island,  HIIik^. 

King,  Samuel  W..  1407  Bast  12th  Street, 
City,  Mlssourt,  convicted  on  Decem¬ 
ber  3,  1949,  In  the  United  States  Dlstrlet 
Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Missouri 
Komassa,  Robert  L.,  Route  1,  Box  1061,  Libby. 
Montana,  convicted  on  June  11, 1970,  In  the 
County  Court,  Branch  2,  Waukesha  County. 
Wisconsin. 

Langford,  Junloos  B.,  308  B.  New  Street, 
Winder,  Georgia,  convicted  on  November  6, 
1970,  In  the  United  States  District  Court, 
Northern  District  of  Georgia. 

Lewis.  Charles  W..  135  Delaware  Avenue. 
MorrlsvlUe,  Pennsylvania,  convicted  on 
Novemb«r  21,  1967,  In  the  Mercer  County 
Court,  New  Jersey. 

McCurley.  Jr..  Glen  S.,  7001  WQHb  Street, 
Fort  Wcurth,  Texas,  convicted  on  April  27, 
1961,  In  the  District  Court  for  the  104th 
Judicial  District,  Taylor  County,  Texas. 
Mlley.  Robert  L..  RJFJ>.  #4,  Salem.  Virginia, 
convicted  on  May  23.  1951,  In  the  Hustings 
Court.  Roanoke,  Virginia. 

Miller.  Waymond  Henry,  7400  8.  Calumet 
Avenue,  Chicago,  nitnois,  convicted  on 
May  38.  1948,  In  the  State  of  Illinois.  Cook 
County  Criminal  Court. 

Neal.  Terry  G.,  8340  Rainier  Avenue  South 
#16.  Seattle.  Washington,  convicted  on 
March  24.  1960,  In  the  Superior  Court  for 
Okanogan  Ootmty,  Washington,  and  on 
January  26.  1962,  in  the  Superior  Court  for 
Spokane  County.  Washington. 

Nenadovlch,  Drago,  2109  East  Lincoln.  Royal 
Oak,  convicted  on  November  30, 

1970,  In  the  United  States  District  Coiurt 
for  the  Southern  District  of  Texas. 

Pakls,  Jack,  120  T.V.  Hill  Rocul,  Hot  Springs, 
Arkansas,  convicted  on  October  IS.  1973, 
In  the  United  States  District  Court.  West¬ 
ern  District  of  Arkansas. 

Reem,  Eugene  W..  606  11th  Avenue,  Orton, 
■nunniR,  convicted  on  June  8.  1958,  in  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Knox  County,  Illinois. 

Retz,  Maynard  C.,  7913  Underhill  Road, 
Baltimore.  Maryland,  convicted  on  March 
12.  1669,  In  the  Criminal  Court  of  Balti¬ 
more,  Maryland. 

Rutter.  James  H.,  921  S.  61st  Street.  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pennsylvania,  convicted  on  July  16, 
1931,  by  General  Court-Martial,  United 
States  Navy  Receiving  Ship,  San  Francisco, 
California. 


Schwedhelm,  Frederick  O..  9840  San  Lea.  Dal¬ 
las.  Texas,  convicted  on  October  20,  1970, 

In  the  State  of  Michigan,  Circuit  Court  for 
the  County  of  Ionia. 

Sebrlng,  Charles  Franklin,  806  Monroe, 
Waterloo.  Iowa,  convicted  on  July  19, 1964, 

In  the  Boont  Coimty  District  Court,  Iowa. 
Skelton,  Thomas  Andrew.  Route  1.  Box  383-A, 
Dtmcanvllle.  Alabama,  convict^  on  June 
11.  1969,  in  the  Clreult  Court,  Tuscaloosa, 
Alahama 

Struck,  James  Albert,  407  Grant  Street,  Box 
131,  Poynette.  Wisconsin,  convicted  on  No¬ 
vember  37,  1967,  in  the  Juneau  County 
Court,  Wlsootwln. 

Taylor,  Clarence  Laveme,  Star  Route.  Vida, 
Oregon,  convloted  on  January  33.  1870,  In 
the  Lane  County  Clroutt  Court,  Cnregon. 
TerriU,  Tranmy  O.,  410  Ist  Avenue,  Ooralvhle, 
Zewa;  oonvietad  on  or  about  March  21, 
1968,  and  Aiigust  14.  1966,  In  the  District 
Court  of  Iowa  for  Muscatine  County,  Iowa. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  20th 
day  of  Notembeb,  1974. 

[seal]  Rex  D.  Davis, 

Director,  Bureau  of 
Alcohol.  Tobacco  and  Firearms. 

[FB  Doc.74-28205  Filed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  TASK  FORCE 
ON  "NAVAL  SURFACE  WARFARE" 

Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

A  Defense  Sciaice  Board  Task  Force 
.on  “Naval  Surface  Warfare"  will  meet  in 
closed  session  on  17-18  December  1974 
at  the  Naval  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia. 

The  mission  of  this  Task  Force  is  to 
advise  the  Elecretary  of  Defense  and  the 
Director  of  Defense  Research  and  Engi¬ 
neering  regarding  the  adequacy  and  di¬ 
rections  of  U£.  programs  in  surface  of¬ 
fensive  operations  in  the  face  of 
continuing  increases  in  Soviet  capabili¬ 
ties  in  naval  weapons,  command  and 
control,  and  out-of-area  operations. 

The  Task  Force  will  concentrate  first 
on  UB.  programs  in  tactical  surface  sur¬ 
veillance,  targeting,  command  and  con¬ 
trol,  and  weaponry  for  surface  engage¬ 
ment  to  help  assure  that  our  R&D  in¬ 
vestments  yield  the  greatest  improve¬ 
ment  In  our  total  force  capabilities,  when 
deployed  In  quantities  we  cw  afford. 

In  accordance  with  Public  Law  92-463, 
section  10.  Paragraph  (d),  it  has  been 
determined  that  the  Task  Force  meetings 
concern  matters  listed  in  section  552(b) 
of  Title  9  of  the  United  States  code,  par¬ 
ticularly  subparagrsqih  (1)  thereof,  and 
that  the  public  interest  requires  such 
meetings  to  be  closed  insofar  as  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  subsections  (a)(1)  and 
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(a)  (3)  of  Section  10.  PubUc  Law  92-463 
are  concerned. 

Dated:  November  27,  1974. 

MAXmiCK  W.  Rochk, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives.  OASD  {Comptroller) . 

[FR  Doc.74-28183  FUed  12-2-74:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

FEDERAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
FALSE  IDENTIFICATION 

Meeting 

Notice  l8  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463,  5  U.S.C.  Appendix 
I)  that  the  second  meeting  of  the  Federal 
Advismry  Committee  on  False  Identifica¬ 
tion  will  be  held  at  1:30  pjn.  e.8.t., 
Tuesday,  December  17,  1974,  at  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice  Briefing  and  Con¬ 
ference  Center,  Department  of  Justice, 
10th  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington.  D.C. 

The  Committee  was  establi^ed  by  the 
Attorney  General  to  study  the  criminal 
use  false  identification  at  Federal, 
istate  and  local  levels  and  to  recom¬ 
mend  measures  to  prevent  the  criminal 
use  of  false  identification  and  the  obtain¬ 
ing  of  fraudulent  identificaUon  docu¬ 
ments. 

At  the  second  meeting  Committee  Task 
Forces  will  continue  to  examine  the 
false  Identification  problem  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  areas:  Government  payments; 
Commercial  transactions;  fugitives;  fed¬ 
eral  identificaticm  documents;  and  state 
and  local  identification  documents. 

Further  Information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  frcxn  David 
J.  Muchow,  General  CTrimes  Section. 
Criminal  Division.  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice,  Room  402  Federal  Triangle  Build¬ 
ing,  315  9th  Street,  NW..  Washington, 
D.C.  20530,  telephone,  area  code  202- 
739-2745.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  two  weeks 
after  the  meeting  in  Room  402,  Federal 
Triangle  Building. 

Henst  E.  Petersen, 
'Assistant  Attorney  General. 
[FR  Doc.74r-28154  FUed  12-2-74;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

FILLMORE  DISTRICT  10  ADVISORY 
BOARD 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  92-463  that  a  meeting 
of  Fillmore  District  #10  Advisory  Board 
has  been  rescheduled  because  of  other 
conflicts,  and  will  be  held  December  13, 
1974  at  9  a.m.  at  the  Fillmore  District 
Office.  10  East  5  th  North,  Fillmore.  Utah. 

The  agenda  for  Ihe  meeting  wUl  con-9 
sist  of:  Consider  section  3  grazing  ap¬ 
plications,  grazing  transfer  applications. 
Sec.  4  applications,  grazing  fee  and  bill¬ 
ing  procedure  change,  exchange  of  use 
agreements,  the  National  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  wild  horse  population,  preda¬ 


tor  control  program,  wildlife  projects,  use 
of  advisory  bocurd  equipment,  pending  ap¬ 
peals  and  hearings,  range  improvement 
project  proposals  and  completions,  range 
use  problems  and  Gandy  AMP  Term 
Permits. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral  or 
written  presentations  to  the  board  or  file 
written  statements.  Such  requests  should 
be  made  to  the  official  listed  below  at 
least  one  day  prior  to  the  meeting. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Uoyd  H. 
Ferguson,  District  Manager,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  778,  Fill¬ 
more,  Utah  84631.  Minutes  of  the  meeting 
wUl  be  available  for  public  Inspection 
and  copying  two  weeks  after  the  meet¬ 
ing  at  the  address  listed  above. 

Dated:  November  25, 1974. 

Kenneth  A.  Satterfielo, 
Acting  District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.74-280e3  FUed  12-2-74;8:46  am] 


[N-106ia] 

NEVADA 

Classification  of  Public  Lands  for  Disposal 
By  Exchange 

November  22,  1974. 
Pursuant  to  8b  of  the  Act  of  Jime  28, 
1934  (48  Stat  1272,  43  UB.C.  315g).  and 
the  regulations  in  43  CFR  2201.1  and 
2400.0-3,  the  lands  described  below  are 
classified  for  disposal  through  exchange, 
for  land  within  the  Susanville  District: 
Mount  Dxablo  Meridian 

T.  41  N..  R.  18  B.. 

Bee.  1.  Lota  1, 2.  S.  4. 

Sec.  2,  Lots  1. 2,  SEV^NS^. 

T.  41  N..  R.  19  E.. 

Sec.  3,  Lota  3. 4. 3^NW%.  SW%: 

Sec.  4.  Lots  1. 2. 8, 4,  SV4N^.  SV4. 

T.  42  N..  R.  18  B.. 

Sec.  1,  SW^NW^,  SV4SW^; 

Sec.  2.Lot2,SV4NE^,SE14: 

Sec.  ll.E^NE^;  * 

Sec.  12,  SB^; 

Sec.  13.  Lota  8.  8.  8.  WiANB^NB^,  SE^- 
NB^NB%.  NWiimtli,  SV4NB)4: 
Sec.23,BKBK; 

Sec.  24,  Lots  4.  6.  8.  7.  SV4NW%. 

SWV4SBV4: 

Sec.  26.EV4E^; 

Sec.  35,  B^EMt.  SW^NE^,  WHSB%; 

Sec.  38.  Lots  1.  2,  8.  4.  W^E^. 
SE^SW^. 

T.  42  N.,  R.  19  E, 

Sec.  16.EV4; 

Sec.  20,  NE^; 

Sec.21.NV4.NV4SV4: 

Sec.  23.E^,EV4W^; 

Sec.  26.SX^NEV4: 

Sec.  30,  Lots  2, 4,  SW^NE^,  SEV4NWV4: 

Sec.  31,NE%NW^; 

Sec.  34.  SW^SWV4; 

Sec.  36.  V7V4NB%,  E%NW%,  NB%SWi4, 
NW^SBVk- 

The  area  described  aggregates  5789.59 
acres  in  Washoe  County,  Nevada.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  the  regtilations  in  43  CFR 
2202.5,  the  filing  of  a  valid  formal  ex¬ 
change  application  will  segregate  the 
lands  from  appropriation  under  the  pub¬ 
lic  lands,  including  the  mining  laws. 


Information  concerning  these  lands, 
including  the  field  report  and  the  en¬ 
vironmental  analysis  record.  Is  available 
for  Inspection  and  study  at  the  Susan¬ 
ville  Bureau  of  Land  Management  Dis¬ 
trict  Office  located  in  Susanville,  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  the  Nevada  State  Office,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management,  300  Booth 
Street,  Reno,  Nevada. 

Persons  may  submit  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  objections  to  the  clasidfica- 
ticm  on  or  before  December  26,  1974,  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  LLM  321, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

E.L  Rowland, 
State  Director,  Neva^. 

(FR  Doc.74-28316  FUed  12-2-74:8:46  sm] 


ROGUE  RIVER,  OREGON 

Establishment  of  Recreational  Use 
Controls 

November  22,  1974. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  by 
authority  of  the  Wild  ft  Scenic  Rivers  Act 
(16  U.S.C.  1271-87) ;  the  Notice  of  Re¬ 
vised  Development  and  Management 
Plans  for  the  Rogue  National  Wild  A 
Scenic  River,  Oregon,  37  FR  13408, 
July  7, 1972  ;  43  CFR  Subpart  1725,  Part 
2920,  and  Groups  6000  and  6200;  Public 
Law  93-303;  Public  Land  Administration 
Act,  43  U.S.C.  1361;  36  CFR  251.1,  251.2, 
251.25,  261.11,  the  Federal  lands  de¬ 
scribed  in  34  FR  15571,  October  7,  1969, 
and  37  FR  13415,  July  7,  1972,  which  are 
located  between  the  mouth  of  Grave 
Creek  and  the  mouth  of  Watson  Creek 
are  herein  open  to  authorized  outfitters 
and  guides,  when  engaged  in  conunercial 
operations,  who  meet  the  qualifications 
set  forth  below  and  are  in  compliance 
with  the  provisions  herelnstate^  The 
State  of  Oregon,  acting  by  and  through 
the  Marine  Boaj^  in  cooperation  with 
the  Federal  agen(^es  and  Oregon  Scenic 
Waterways  System  by  authority  of  ORS 
488.600(3)  will  promulgate  regulations 
for  use  of  State  waters  located  in  the  area 
described  above. 

Congress  recognized  the  unique  quali¬ 
ties  of  the  Rogue  by  including  a  segment 
of  the  river  as  an  initial  component  of 
the  National  Wild  &  Scenic  Rivers  Sys- 
teoL  The  Rogue  Wild  Area  r^resents  a 
vestige  of  primitive  America  worthy  of 
the  protection  conceived  by  Congress. 

Before  publishing  recreational  con¬ 
trols,  Federal  and  State  agencies  con¬ 
sulted  with  county  governments,  com¬ 
mercial  and  private  boating  Interests, 
environmental  groups,  and  Interested 
citizens  for  more  than  fifteen  months. 
Ten  public  workshops  and  meetings  were 
held  in  San  Francisco,  California  and 
Portland,  Eugene,  Grants  Pass,  and  Gold 
Beach,  Oregon,  during  August  1974.  In¬ 
formational  brochures  were  distributed 
to  the  public  for  the  purpose  of  soliciting 
their  suggestions  and  opinions  about  the 
proposed  recreational  use  controls. 

Therefore,  in  accordance  with  the  in¬ 
tent  of  Congress  and  with  general  pub¬ 
lic  acceptance,  commercial  and  private 
use  of  the  previously  described  Wild 
River  Area  will  be  permitted  tmder  the 
following  llmftations  and  conditions. 
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NOTICES 


Commercial  Operations 

Effective  Period.  The  provlsloDS  of  this 
notice  are  effective  January  1  to  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  except  as  otherwise  noted. 

Outfitter  QualificaUont.  Authorized 
outfitters,  hereinafter  called  ‘'outfitters,*' 
are  those  who  have  qualified  under  the 
terms  of  the  1973  Closure  Notice,  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  38  FR 
34901,  December  20,  1973.  Guides  hired 
or  contracted  by  an  outfitter  in  conjimc- 
tion  with  an  authorized  fioat  trip  shall 
also  be  permitted  to  use  the  river  and  the 
described  Federal  lands. 

Definitions:  (1)  For  purposes  of  this 
notice,  an  outfitter  is  de^ed  as  any 
person  who,  as  a  business  venture,  ar¬ 
ranges  float  trips  for  others  and  in  con¬ 
junction  therewith  supplies  equipment, 
guides,  and/or  arranges  lodge  accom¬ 
modations.  Regardless  of  booking  ar¬ 
rangements,  only  one  outfitter  will  be 
recognized  for  each  group  of  people  con¬ 
stituting  a  guided  boating  party. 

(2)  For  purposes  of  this  Notice,  a  guide 
is  defined  as  a  person  who,  when  operat¬ 
ing  on  the  R(^e  River,  is  required  by 
Oregon  Laws  1973,  Chapter  304,  to  ob¬ 
tain  a  valid  boat  operator  license  or  is 
required  by  ORS  497.750  to  obtain  a 
valid  guide’s  license.  Even  though  a  per¬ 
son  books  his  own  passengers,  if  he  Joins 
a  previously  organized  party,  he  is  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  a  guide. 

Permit  Requirements.  Outfitters  must 
apply  for  a  recreation  use  permit  at  least 
90  days  prior  to  beginning  commercial 
operations.  No  outfitter  will  be  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  in  the  Wild  River  area 
without  obtaining  a  valid  permit  and 
complying  with  the  stipulations  con¬ 
tained  therein. 

Fermita,  approved  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Managcaaept,  the  Forest  Service, 
and  the  Oregon  Marine  Board,  may  be 
applied  for  by  contacting  the  BIAf  Med¬ 
ford  Office,  310  W.  Sixth  Street,  Medford, 
Oregon  97501,  phone  503-779-2361,  ext. 
341  or  the  Siskiyou  Por^t  Headquarters, 
1504  NW.  Sixth  Street,  Grants  Pass, 
Oregon  97526.  During  the  period  May  1 
to  September  30,  questions  pertaining  to 
permit  requirements  will  be  received  at 
the  administrative  headquarters  at  the 
Rand  Site,  14333  Gallce  Road,  Merlin, 
phone  no.  503-476-8744. 

An  outfitter’s  authorization  to  conduct 
float  trips  is  not  a  salable  commodity. 
Commercial  operations  on  the  river 
must  be  understood  as  being  a  prlvUege, 
not  a  right.  Any  transfer  of  authorized 
use  in  conjunction  with  the  sale  of  a 
business  must  be  approved  by  the  man¬ 
aging  agencies  prior  to  such  a  transfer. 
Approval  will  be  contingent  mi  the  quali¬ 
fications  of  the  proposed  transferee,  the 
ability  of  the  river  and  land  resources  to 
sustain  the  use,  or  for  other  just  cause. 

Maximum  Number  of  Trips  per  Week. 
Unless  previously  authorized,  no  out¬ 
fitter’s  total  operation  may  exceed  two 
trips  per  week. 

Seasonal  Restrictions 

Summer  season.  (Prom  the  Friday  pre¬ 
ceding  Memorial  Day  through  Labor 
Day)  Not  more  than  three  camping  par¬ 
ties  win  laimch  pmr  day:  Two  parties  not 


exceeding  20  people  each,  and  one  party 
not  exceeding  ten  people,  including 
guides.  The  maximum  camping  party 
size  is  20. 

The  total  number  of  persons  com¬ 
mencing  float  trips  in  any  one  day  who 
win  stay  in  any  one  lodge  that  night 
cannot  exceed  24. 

Outfitters  may  request  the  number  of 
trips  they  can  reasonably  expect  to  run. 
However,  afiocations  of  camping  trips  by 
the  agencies  wlH  be  based  on  each  outfit¬ 
ter’s  1973  level  of  use  and  a  percentage 
Increase  determined  mi  an  annual. basis. 
An  outfitter  may  not  change  lodge  trips 
to  camping  trips  without  authorization 
from  the  mana^g  agencies. 

The  agencies  will  review  overall  use 
patterns  or  changes  and,  if  necessary, 
adjust  commmcial  operations  accord¬ 
ingly.  Outfitters  are  advised  not  to  plan 
substantial  increases  in  their  business 
on  the  basis  of  the  1975  authorizations. 

The  agencies  win  attempt  to  approve 
the  outfitter’s  requested  schedule  as 
closely  as  possible.  If  conflicts  arise,  the 
agencies  will  adjust  the  schedules. 

Campsite  Reservations.  Campsites  will 
be  reserved  on  a  flrst-come-flrst-served 
basis  at  the  time  of  departure.  During 
1975,  boaters  camping  on  the  right  bank 
of  the  river  may  have  to  share  the  area 
with  hikers. 

Fall  trips,  established  in  1973,  may  not 
be  transferred  to  the  summer  season. 

Fall  season  (The  day  following  Labor 
Day  to  November  15) .  Outfitters  may  re¬ 
quest  camping  trips  on  a  first-come-flrst- 
served  basis. 

Noncommercial  use.  (Boating  and  hik¬ 
ing) — ^Recreational  use  controls  for  non¬ 
commercial  use  diulng  1975  are  still  un¬ 
der  study. 

This  notice  shall  become  effective  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1975,  and  shall  continue  in  effect 
until  December  31i  1975,  unless  previ¬ 
ously  revoked.  Use  levds  and  conditimis 
of  use  in  future  years  will  depend  on 
analysis  of  1975  use  patterns. 

James  F.  HucHiNasoN,' 
Acting  BLM  State  Director. 

Tony  Skufca, 

Acting  USES  Regional  Forester, 
Doc.74-28151  FUed  12-2-74:8:46  am] 

Bureau  of  Mines 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  COAL  MINE 
SAFETY  RESEARCH 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  92-463  that  the  seven¬ 
teenth  meeting  of  the  Secretary’s  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Coal  Mine  Safety 
Research  will  be  held  in  Room  8068  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  18th 
and  C  Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
commencing  at  9  a.m.  on  December  11 
and  12, 1974. 

The  Committee  was  establ^hed  to 
consult  with  and  make  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on 
matters  involving  or  relating  to  coal 
mine  safety  research.  The  major  purpose 
of  this  meeting  is  a  working  session  for 
the  full  Committee  In  order  to  prepare 
an  annual  report  to  the  Secretary.  This 


report  wlU  cover  the  activities  of  the 
Committee  and  the  recommendations 
resulting  from  the  Committee’s  deliber¬ 
ations  cmiceming  coal  mine  safety  re¬ 
search  In  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  and  space  will  be  provided  for  ap¬ 
proximately  40  persims  to  att«id  the 
meettag  in  addition  to  the  Committee 
members. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Mr.  Don¬ 
ald  G.  Rogich,  Executive  Secretary, 
Room  3513,  Bureau  of  Mines,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  18th  and  C  Street^ 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20240,  telephone 
number  (202)  343-3002.  Minutes  of  the 
meeting  will  be  available  30  days  from 
the  date  of  the  meeting  upon  written  re¬ 
quest  addressed  to  the  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary. 

Dated:  November  26, 1974. 

Thomas  V.  Falkix, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Mines. 

Aosnda 

ADVDSOBT  OOMiniTEB  ON  COAL  MINX  SAFXTT 
XXSXASCH 

Seventeenth  Meeting 
Boom  8068 

Department  of  the  Interior 
18th  and  C  Streets,  NW. 
Washington,  D.O. 

WCDNKSDAT,  DXCXMBZB  11,  1974 


9:00  am - - -  Dr.  Jack  Cartson,  As¬ 

sistant  Secretary. 
Energy  and  Minerals. 
10:00  am _  Bevlew  and  discussion 


of  Bureau  of  Mines 
and  Mining  Enloice- 
ment  and  Safety  Ad- 
Mtotstratton  (MESA) 
rseponses  to  the 
Committee’s  requests 
for  Inf ormaSton. 


12:00  noon. _ _  I>unch. 

1:00  pm.-  Bevlew  and  dleousslon 

4:00  pm.  of  speclfle  comments 

and  recommenda¬ 
tions  by  members  of 
the  Committee. 


THuxsdat,  Dbcembxb  12,  1074 
9:00  am.—  Structuring  of  oon- 

10:30  am.  sensus  recommenda¬ 

tions  for  Inclusion  in 
ttie  ftTiTiiifci  report. 

10:30  am.-  Lunch  and  break  for 

2:30  pm  typing  of  draft  re¬ 

port. 

8:30pm.-4:00pm-  Bevlew  of  draft  report 
and  finalization  of 
comments  and  rec¬ 
ommendations. 

[FB  Doo.74-38094  FUed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 

Fish  and  WUdlife  Sendee 
CHARLES  SiVELLE 

Receipt  of  Endangered  Species  Permit 
Appileatloo 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  Is  deemed 
to  have  been  received  under  section  10 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Pli.  93-205). 

AppUeant. — Mr.  Charles  SlveHe,  41  West- 
cliff  Drive,  Dlx  HlUs,  New  York  11746. 
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The  Director, 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 

VS.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington.  D.0. 20240 

Be  Cabot’s  tragopan  PHEASANT  (Tragopan 
caboti) . 

October  21,  1974. 

Dear  Sm;  The  undersigned  Is  applying 
for  an  Thidangered  Species”  permit  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Endangered  Species  Act 
of  Dec.  28, 1973  to  Import  two  pairs  of  Cabot’s 
Tragopan,  Tragopan  Caboti,  from  Edward 
Miller  of  316  Klngsway  N.,  Port  Albeml, 
British  Columbia,  Canada.  ’They  will  be 
shipped  by  Transport  ’Truck  to  Seattle,  then 
BB.A.  Air-Express  from  Seattle  to  New  York 
In  light  wooden  crates  containing  feed  and 
water. 

’The  undersigned  Is  an  Individual,  bom 
Sept.  24,  1918,  U  6'11"  tail,  weight  194  lbs., 
has  brown  hair,  blue  eyes  and  Is  a  male. 

He  is  a  devoted  pheasant  fancier  and  has 
the  most  complete  collection  of  pheasants 
In  the  world  on  his  estate  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress.  where  these  birds  are  to  be  kept.  His 
facilities  consist  of  sixteen  acres  of  land 
containing  over  100  pens  or  Individual  aviar¬ 
ies  of  a  minimum  of  400  sq.  feet  each  with 
heights  of  8  to  9  ft.  Besides  the  above  are 
forty-two  flights  of  600  sq.  ft  each  witti  com¬ 
plete  Inner  heated  flights  of  200  sq.  ft. 
which  are  available  for  housing  the  birds 
to  be  Imported.  There  Is  also  available  an 
orchard  completely  under  wire  of  one  acre 
with  several  heated  shelters. 

At  present  the  undersigned  has  forty-one 
varieties  of  pheasants  Including  the  rare 
Borneo  Argus.  Koklass,  3  varieties  of  peacock 
pheasants.  2  pr.  Palawans,  3  pr.  Germains 
and  3  pr.  Orey^  Borneo  Crested  and  Crestless 
Firebacks,  Bulwer’s,  Malayan  Crested  4  pair 
of  Satyr  Tragopans,  4  pair  of  ’Temmlnck 
TTagopans,  3  pair  of  Brown  Eared  and  16 
White  Eared. 

The  undersigned’s  quallflcations  and  pre¬ 
vious  experience  in  caring  for  and  handling 
captive  live  wildlife  are  as  follows: 

1.  President  of  American  Game  Bird 
Breeder’s  Cooperative  Federation.  Be-elected 
3  times. 

2.  Director — ^American  Pheasant  and  Wa¬ 
terfowl  Society. 

3.  Past  President  and  Executive  Secretary 
of  Avlcultural  Society  of  Long  Island. 

4.  Recipient  of  “Outstanding  Game  Bird 
Propagation  Awards”  from  the  American 
Game  Bird  Breeders  Cooperative  Federation 
for  past  3  years. 

5.  “Avlcultural  Hall  of  Fame’*  award  In 
1969. 

6.  “Outstanding  Pheasant  Breeder”  of  1970 
of  American  Pheasant  and  Waterfo^  So¬ 
ciety,  also  received  same  award  In  1971  and 
1972. 

’The  undersigned  has  17  years  experience 
In  pheasant  propagation.  He  Imported  the 
Mikado  Pheasant  more  than  7  years  ago.  the 
Hume  Bar  Tall  pheasant  more  than  7  years 
ago,  the  Jlma  Copper  Pheasant  6  years  ago 
and  has  since  raised  and  distributed  more 
than  200  Mikado’s,  more  than  200  Bar-Tails, 
more  than  60  Jlma  Coppers,  over  100  Brown 
Eared,  over  60  Edward’s  and  more  than  200 
Swlnhoe’s.  He  has  executed  Import  permit 
#ES-68  and  ES-422  In  reference  -to  White 
Eared  Pheasants.  Ten  specimens  were  Im¬ 
ported  and  11  young  were  raised  the  flrst 
year  that  eggs  were  laid. 

Attached  Is  a  copy  of  arUcle  describing 
the  undersigned’s  collection  by  Dr.  Jean 
Delacour  from  the  “Avlcultural  Magazine”, 
Vol.  80,  #4,  July.  August  1974. 

The  birds  to  be  Imported  have  been  captive 
bred  during  1974  from  birds  bred  by  the 
Pheasant  Trust.  Great  Wltchlngham.  Nor¬ 
wich,  Norfolk.  England,  and  the  purpose  of 
this  Importation  Is  to  create  a  captive  self- 
sustaining  populaUon  of  thle  specie  In  the 


United  States.  At  present  there  are  not  any 
Cabot  ’Tragopans  In  the  United  States.  It  Is 
further  hoped  that  progeny  from  these  birds 
may  be  used  for  a  restocking  program  In  their 
native  habitat. 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  read  and  am 
familiar  with  the  regulations  contained  In 
Title  60,  Part  13.  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  and  the  other  applicable  parts  In 
Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  60.  and  I 
further  certify  that  the  Information  sub¬ 
mitted  In  the  application  for  a  permit  Is  com¬ 
plete  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowl¬ 
edge  and  belief.  I  understand  that  any  false 
statement  hereon  may  subject  me  to  the 
criminal  penalties  of  the  18  U.8.C.  1001. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Charles  Sivelle. 

Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  In  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  In  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  ms^  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  In 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/UE), 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  Post  Office  Box 
19183,  Washington.  D.C.  20036.  All  rele¬ 
vant  comments  received  within  30  days 
of  the  date  of  publication  will  be  con¬ 
sidered. 

Dated:  November  25. 1974. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment  VJS.  Fish  and  WUdJife 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-28160  Filed  12-2-74;S:4S  am] 


STEPHEN  R.  HUMPHREY 

Receipt  of  Endangered  Species  Permit 
AppHMtkM 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  aiH>llcation  for  a  permit  Is  deemed 
to  have  b^n  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (Pli. 
93-205). 

Applicant: 

St^hen  B.  Humphrey,  PhJJ., 

Assistant  Curator  In  Mammalogy 
The  Florida  State  Museum 
University  of  Florida 
Gainesville,  Florida  32611 

The  Florida  Statr  Museum — ^Uhiversitt  or 
Florida 

Director, 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 

Washington.  D.O.  20240. 

Reference:  FWS/TiB. 

October  9, 1974. 

Dear  Sir:  The  Endangered  l^iecles  Permit 
Procedures  you  sent  Indicate  that  I  need  to 
supplement  my  permit  application  (Indiana 
Bat,  letter  of  22  August  1974)  as  foUows: 

1.  Height:  6’11",  weight:  170  lbs.,  hair: 
brown,  eyes:  blue,  sex:  male. 

2.  Application  la  as  an  Individual. 

3.  Location  of  activity:  Florida,  Georgia, 
Alabama.  Mississippi.  Tennessee,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  Kentucky.  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Indiana.  Bllnols, 
Pennsylvania,  Maryland.  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts.  Vermont. 

4.  Desired  effective  dates:  1  December  1974 
to  31  March  1976. 


5.  I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  read  and  am 
familiar  with  the  regulations  contained  In 
Tntle  60,  Part  13.  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  and  the  other  appUcable  parts  in 
Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  and  I 
further  certify  that  the  Information  sub¬ 
mitted  In  this  application  for  a  permit  Is 
complete  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  and  belief.  I  understand  that  any 
false  statement  hereon  may  subject  me  to  the 
criminal  penalties  of  18  UB.C.  lOOL 

Sincerely, 

Stephen  R.  Humphret, 

Assistant  Curator 
in  Mammalogy, 

The  Florida  State  Museum,  UmvEasirr  or 
Florida 

Hon.  Rogers  C.  B.  Morton, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  18th  and  C  Sts.  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20240. 

August  22.  1974. 

Dear  Sir:  Under  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973  (Public  Law  93-306),  I  wish  to 
iqiply  for  a  permit  to  study  an  endangered 
qiecles,  the  Indiana  Bat  {Myotis  sodalis). 
The  prc^ioaed  work  Is  a  project  of  Interior’s 
National  Fish  and  Wildlife  Laboratories,  en¬ 
titled  “Status,  summer  habitat,  and  food 
habits  of  the  Indiana  Bat,  Myotis  sodalis.” 
’The  project  Is  administered  through  the 
World  WUdllfe  Fund  (Federal  Contract  No. 
14-16-0008-814),  and  I  am  the  Principal 
Investigator. 

A  project  description  and  my  professional 
credentials  are  enclosed  for  your  considera¬ 
tion.  Most  of  my  wcwk  Involves  passive  obser¬ 
vation  during  summer  and  winter,  but  small 
samples  are  to  be  handled  and  released,  and 
a  few  voucher  specimens  are  to  be  collected. 
These  activities  are  defined  as  “taking”  the 
species  covered  by  the  Act,  so  a  permit  is 
required.  Inasmuch  as  the  summer  1974 
phase  of  the  project  has  been  accomplished 
successfully,  I  have  been  In  violation  of  the 
Act — a  situation  I  wish  to  remedy. 

Please  note  that  the  project  covers  the 
Indiana  Bat  thnnighout  Its  range.  If  named 
subpermittees  can  be  specified.  I  would  like 
the  following  project  personnel  to  be  listed: 

James  B.  Cope,  Directm:,  Joseph  Moore 
Museum,  Itariham  College.  Richmond.  In¬ 
diana  47374. 

Andreas  B.  Richter,  Student  Curator  of 
Mammals.  Joseph  Moore  Museum.  Earlham 
College.  Richmond,  Indiana  47374. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen  R.  Humphret, 
Assistant  Curator  in 
Mammalogy, 

Status,  Summer  Habitat,  and  Food  Habits  op 
THE  Indiana  Bat,  Mtotib  Sodalis 

Project  Leader:  Michael  A.  Bogan,  Ph.  D, 
Zocdoglst,  Bird  and  Mammal  Laboratories. 
Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
Washington.  D.C.  20560.  (202  )  381-5161. 

Principal  Investigator:  Stephen  R.  Hum¬ 
phrey,  Ph.  D.,  Assistant  Curator  In  Mammal  - 
ogy,  ’The  Florida  State  Museum,  Unlvenlty  of 
Florida,  Gamesvllle,  Florida  82611.  (904) 
392-1721. 

Other  StafSng:  James  B.  Cope,  Director, 
Joseph  Moore  Museum,  Earlham  College, 
Richmond,  Indiana.  (317  )  962-6561. 

Two  Undergraduate  Field  Assistants  (to  be 
appointed) . 

Objectives. — ^Tb  synthesize  published  and 
new  Information  on  status  and  natural  his¬ 
tory;  to  census  the  major  winter  populations; 
to  descrllie  summer  foraging  habitat  and  re¬ 
productive  dynamics;  to  document  the  kinds 
and  amounts  oC  insects  used  as  food  and  to 
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IV  Acu^jiations  oi  reiugmg  rreetauea 
bats.  Bat  Res.  News  13:19. 21~26. 

August  26,  1974.  Conservation  approaches  directed  by  bat 
Da.  Stephen  B.  Humphrey,  biology  patterns.  Abstract. 

Assistant  Curator  in  Mammalogy,  De-  Cope,  J.  B.  and  8.  R.  Humphrey.  Reproduc- 
partment  of  Natural  Sciences.  Florida  Won  of  the  bats  Myotis  fceenli  and  Pipistrel- 
State  Museum,  University  of  Florida,  subflavus  In  Indiana.  Bat  Res.  News 

Gainesville,  Florida  32611.  Telephone:  13:9-10. 

904-392-1721.  1971,  Photographic  estimation  of  popula- 

^  ^  ^  .  tx  Won  size  In  the  Mexican  freetailed  bat, 

UMve^ty,  Tadarida  Inasiliensis.  Amer.  Midland  Nat. 
Stillwater,  PhJ}.,  1971,  zoology*.  Southern  gg.  220-223 

Illinois  U^versity.  (^bond^e  z^logy;  and  i  January'.  Cover  photo.  BioSclence  21. 

Glass.  B.  P.  and  S.  R.  Humphrey.  Dlstrlbu- 
ol  Wie  evening  bat,  Nycticeius  humer- 
^ofesslo^expertence.-AcUng  Chairman,  alls,  in  OklahonZ  South^stern  Nat.  16: 
Department  of  Natural  Sciences,  July-No-  399-400 

vember  1^;  Assls^t  ^tor  to  Mam-  1970.  Humphrey,  S.  R.  and  J.  B.  Cope. 

Natural  Scle^,  population  ^ples  of  the  evening  bat. 
norida  State  Mureum,  a^  A^^t  Ifto-  Nycticeius  hum^alis.  J.  Mamm.  61:399-401 
De^ment  of  Zwlo^.  Unlve^  of  Disturbances  and  bats.  Oklahoma 

SSiSJina®  '^^a^“unl?e*^S^^  s^^and  J  B  Cope 

itogratton  of'  the  ev;niiig  bSt.' 

SLi  '^e^’lO^Sr^d^St  'an^rR^^k^phrey 

Curator,  Joseph  Moore  Museiun,  1963-1966. 

InSS*  ffVcticeiushurneralU.3.Usamn.4S:XSe!^ 

b“t »  iSe  wV 

nursery  eolcmlas.  J.  Mamm.  47 : 328. 

DsBUss,  A.  F.  and  S.  R.  Htmsphrey. 
asunny  structure  and  food  resources  in  nve  — .il 

Ufe  z^.-  6700.  im.  t  ^ 

BiOBMdicad  Sciences  Grant.  Division  of  "*  .  _ 

^[mnsored  Research.  "Resource  partitioning  ®’  Humphrey,  and  K.  S. 

^Mns  Neotropical  bate "  S0900.  1972  ^  Drury.  Cave  ftoodlng  and  mortality  in  bate 

Graduate  Ixcellenoe  Award,  06U  Graduate 

Ccdlese  1969  Movements  of  Myotis  lucifugus  lucifugus 

NSF  Summer  Research  Asslstantshlp,  1969.  ^tolana. 

Sigma  Xi  Grants  In  Aid  of  Research,  Broc- 1™*- Aead.  Sol.  72:266-271. 

“Population  ecology  of  the  cave  bat  In  north-  Documents  And  other  Informntion 
western  Oklahoma.”  $500,  1968,  1969.  submitted  In  connection  with  this  ap- 

NSF  Undergraduate  Research  Participation  plication  are  avaUable  for  public  Inspec- 
Grants,  1964,  1965,  1966.  tion  during  normal  business  hours  at  the 

Research  In  Progress. — ^Bat  and  Insect 
communities  in  desert-to-montane  habitats 
of  southeastern  Arizona:  predator-prey  and 
space  relationships. 

Competition  for  food  between  Insectivorous 
bats  and  nocturnal  birds. 

Community  structure  of  the  helminth 
parasites  of  the  white  Ibis  in  Florida. 

Helminth  parasite  community  structure, 
succession,  and  food  web  relationships  of 
the  brown  pelican. 

Food  habits  of  bats  In  Florida. 

Resource  partitioning  among  Neotropiced 
bats. 

Survival  rates  of  young  of  the  southeastern 
bat  In  Florida. 

Population  ecology  of  the  cave  bat  In 
northwestern  Oklahoma. 

Population  ecology  of  the  western  big- 
eared  bat  In  northwestern  Oklahoma. 

Professional  Societies. — ^American  Institute 
of  Biological  Sciences,  American  Society  of 
Manunaloglsts,  British  Ecological  Society, 

Ecological  Society  of  America,  International 
Association  of  Ecology,  and  The  Wildlife 


Geological  Survey 
BEOWAWE,  NEVADA 
Known  Geothermal  Resources  Area 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  section  21(a) 
of  the  (Geothermal  Steam  Act  of  1970 
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(84  Stat.  1565. 1572;  30  VS.C.  1020). and 
deleg^k»is  ot  authority  in  220  Depart¬ 
mental  Manual  4.1  H,  Geological  Survey 
Manual  220.2.3,  and  Cooaervatlon  Divi¬ 
sion  Suimlonait  (Geological  Surv^ 
Manual)  220.2.1  G.  the  f<dlowlng  de¬ 
scribed  lands  are  hereby  defined  as  an 
addition  to  the  Beowawe  known  geother¬ 
mal  resources  area,  effective  February  1« 
1974: 

(M)  Nstam 

BKOWAWS  KMOWM  CTOTWIlfAl.  BSSOUBOBS 

art.  IHoblo  MeriOUm 

T.30N..I1.47X, 

Ssc.  4. 

T.Sl  lf..B.47X.. 

S*cs.  a.  10  through  IS.  14  through  10,  ai 
tbrou^  as.  ae  through  38,  Sa  through  84. 
T.  31  N..  R.  48 
Secs.  IS.  14.  ai  through  84. 

T.  32  N..  B.  48  B, 

Secs.  24  thro\igh  36, 34  through  SO. 

T.  31  N..  B.  40  B., 

Secs.  7, 8.  la 

The  area  described  aosregates 
20,512.50  acres,  more  or  less. 

Dated:  Novonber  10, 1974. 

WZLLAKI)  C.  Obib, 
Conservation  Manager, 
Western  Region. 

(FR  Doc.74-28186  Filed  13-0-74:8:45  sm] 


HOT  SPRINGS  POINT.  NEVADA 

Known  Geothermal  Resources  Area 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  In  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  section  21  (a) 
of  the  Geothermal  Steam  Act  of  1970  (84 
Stat.  1565,  1572;  30  U.S.C.  1020),  and 
delegations  of  authority  In  220  Depart¬ 
mental  Manual  4.1  H,  Geological  Survey 
Manual  220.2.3,  and  Ckmservation  Divi¬ 
sion  Supplonent  (Oec^oglcal  Survey 
Manual)  220'2.1  G,  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  lands  are  hereby  defined  as  the 
Hot  Springs  Point  known  geothermal  re¬ 
sources  area,  effective  February  1.  1974: 
(28)  Nxvaoa 

HOT  SPRINGS  POINT  KNOWN  OXOTHXRMAJ.  IS- 
SOUBCn  ABXA 

Mt.  Diablo  Meridian,  Nevada 
T.29N..B.48E.. 

Secs.  1. 2, 10  through  13, 14. 15, 22. 

T.30  N.,B.48E.. 

Secs.  25,  26,  35,  36. 

T.  30  N..  B.  40  B.. 

Secs.  16,  30. 

The  area  described  aggregates  8,549.16 
acres,  more  or  less. 

Dated:  November  19, 1974. 

WiLLARO  C.  Gbre, 
Conservation  Manager, 
Western  RegUm. 

(FR  Doc.74-28178  Filed  12-2-74:8:46  am] 


(Rev,  DCS  Order  2] 

GULF  OF  MEXICO  AREA 
Drilling  Procedures 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
30  CFR  250.11,  the  Chief.  .Conservation 
Division,  UjS.  Geological  Survey  has  ap¬ 


proved  the  revised  OCS  Order  Na  2  for 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  Area  as  set  forth 
below. 

The  pnipose  of  revised  OCS  Ordtf  No. 

2  ie  to  provide  revised  requirements  fw 
drilling  procedures  on  the  OCS  in  tho 
Gulf  of  Mexico  Area.  The  Order  Includes 
requirements  for  well  equipment,  the 
mud  program,  wen  contn^  survelllanoe 
^and  training,  and  hydrogen  sulfide  pre- 
cautlims  and  ctmtrtd. 

A  proposed  revision  of  this  Order  was 
pubUdied  in  the  Pedbral  Rbgistbb  on 
June  3. 1974  (39  FR  19513) ,  with  a  solic¬ 
itation  for  cmnments.  Additionally,  the 
P^ERAL  Registbr  of  May  6.  1974  (39  FR 
15884),  solicited  conunents  on  proposed 
OCS  Order  No.  14.  ‘‘Hydrogen  Sulfide  in 
Drilling  Operations,”  Gulf  of  Mexico 
Area.  Comments  tm  both  solicitations 
have  been  considered  arkl  included  In  the 
final  version  of  revised  OCS  Order  No.  2 
as  approiHlate.  The  provisions  drafted 
In  OCS  Order  No.  14  hwve  been  Included 
In  (X;S  Order  No.  2  under  Paragnq>h  5. 
Modifications  In  the  draft  Order  that 
were  made  as  a  result  of  these  commits 
and  the  rationale  for  their  Inclusion  are 
as  follows: 

Paragraph  1  Weff  Casing  and  Cement¬ 
ing  has  been  rearranged  to  clarify  the 
use  of  the  design  safety  factm*  regarding 
a  0.5  pounds  per  gallon  (ppg.)  kick. 

The  safety  factors  of  collapse,  tension, 
and  burst  are  listed  separately,  for  clar¬ 
ity  and  api^  primarily  to  the  strength 
properties  the  casing,  while  the  0.5 
ppg.  safety  factor  applies  to  the  relation¬ 
ship  between  d^th  of  casing  and  frac¬ 
ture  gradlmit  at  that  casing  shoe.  Also, 
the  provision  In  regard  to  “like-new”  cas¬ 
ing  has  been  qualified  by  referring  to  API 
standards. 

SutqXLragnmh  lA  Drive  or  Structural 
Cosing  has  be^  amended  to  provide 
compliance  with  the  liquid  disposal  re¬ 
quirements  (rf  OCS  Order  No.  7,  ‘Pollu¬ 
tion  and  Waste  Disposal.” 

Subparagraph  IJB  Conductor  and  Sur¬ 
face  Casing  was  revised  to  clarify  the 
provisions  for  testing  the  exposed  forma¬ 
tions  below  surface  casing.  In  order  to 
determine  a  fracture  gradient,  and  to 
utilize  subsequent  tests  to  provide  op¬ 
timum  casing  setting  points.  The  ratio 
of  surface  casing  depth  to  conductor  cas¬ 
ing  depth  was  deleted  to  allow  more 
specific  ratios  to  be  used  in  areas  where 
geologic  conditions  may  vary  consider¬ 
ably,  and  maximize  the  use  of  well  casing. 

Subparagraph  IF  Directional  Surveys 
was  revised  and  expanded  to  clarify, 
define,  and  differentiate  the  provisions 
between  vertical  and  directional  wells. 

The  intent  of  the  revised  section  Is  to 
require  inclination  surveys  while  drill¬ 
ing  to  maintain  a  vertical  well,  and  to 
require  directional  surveys  at  pipe  points 
to  determine  more  exactly  the  locations 
of  the  well  bore.  On  directional  wells,  the 
section  was  revised  to  require  frequent 
surveys  In  angle  change  portions  of  the 
hole  and  less  frequent  surveys  In  the 
straight  portions  of  the  hole  to  minimize 
the  possibility  of  differential  wall  stick¬ 
ing  of  the  drill  pipe. 

Paragraph  2  Blowout  Prevention 
Equipment  was  revised  and  expanded  to 
provide  more  appropriate  well  control 


requirements  for  the  ever-lnereaslng 
drflUng  operatlans  from  a  floating  drill¬ 
ing  veesd  or  semlsabmerslble  type  drill¬ 
ing  facility,  and  driUlng  operations  In 
deeper  water. 

Also,  requirements  for  well  control 
mxwedures  and  equipment  for  the  shal¬ 
low  portions  of  the  hole  are  more 
specifically  provided  for  operations 
where  the  blowout  preventer  system  Is 
oa  the  seafloor,  as  weD  as  conventional 
operations  from  a  fixed  structure  or 
bottmn-supported  drilling  faclUW* 

The  Inclusion  ot  requirements  for  the 
use  ot  seismic  data  and  the  drilling  of  a 
small  diameter  pilot  hole  are  designed 
to  afford  additional  safety  measures  In 
exploratory  drilling. 

Subparagraph  2F  Other  Equipment 
was  revised  lOlghtly  to  specifically  de¬ 
scribe  the  features  of  the  drill-string 
safety  valve  and  the  Inside  blowout 
preventer  valve.  ' 

Sul^>aragnq>h  3A  Mud  Control  was 
rearranged  and  revised  slightly  to  sep¬ 
arate  and  clarify  requirements  of  the 
several  areas  of  operatlcms  Invifivlng 
drilling  mud  and  Its  functions. 

Subparagnph  3.C  Mud  Quantities  was 
revised  to  require  daily  Inventories  of 
mud  quantities,  and  thereby  provide 
safety  In  operations,  since  minimum  mud 
quantities  needed  may  vary  as  drilling 
progresses. 

Paragraph  4  WeU  Control  Surveillance 
and  Training  was  added  to  promote  drill¬ 
ing  perscxmel  knowledge,  training,  and 
expertise  in  well  control  technology. 
(This  section  was  previously  published 
under  Paragraph  5.) 

Paragraph  5  Hydrogen  Sulfide  was 
previously  numbered  Paragraph  4.  and 
was  published  on  May  6.  1974,  as  pro¬ 
posed  OCS  Order  No.  14  (39  FR  15884). 
The  subparagraphs  were  renumbered 
and  relettered  to  conform  with  the  OCS 
Order  No.  2  nomenclatiue  tystem. 

Paragraph  5  was  modified  sUghtly  to 
Illustrate  that  the  product  of  combustion 
of  hydrogen  sulfide  (HW3)  Is  sulphur 
dioxide  (SO>) . 

Subparagraph  5.A.(1)  Training  Pro¬ 
gram  was  corrected  for  a  typographical 
omission  regarding  Instruction  In  person¬ 
nel  safety  equipment. 

Subparagrai^  5A(l)(d)  First  Aid 
Instructions  was  revised  to  clarify  and 
define  the  basic  first  air  course  for  HiS 
exposure. 

Subparagraph  5.A.(2)  Visible  Warn¬ 
ing  System  was  revised  considerably  to 
prevent  possible  conflict  or  confusion 
between  warning  signs  for  HsS  and  in¬ 
ternational  maritime  rules  and/or  trea¬ 
ties.  The  previously  published  version 
specified  Illuminated  spheres  for  a  visi¬ 
ble  warning  system,  and  three  levels  of 
danger  In  the  interest  of  safety  for  per¬ 
sonnel  and  maritime  traffic. 

The  two  levels  of  danger,  moderate  and 
extreme,  are  thought  to  more  adequate¬ 
ly  define  the  critical  parameters  regard¬ 
ing  exposure  of  personnel  to  HJS. 

Subparagraph  5.  A.  (3)  Contingency 
Plan  was  al^  devised  to  reflect  the 
changes  discussed  imder  Subparagraph 
5 A. (2)  (above),  and  to  Include  “no 
smoking”  rules. 
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SulH>arafiTaph  5A.(4)  HJS  Detection  rules.  After  field  drilling  rules  hSTS  been  lent  mud  weight.  The  results  of  this  test  and 
and  Mordtorino  Equipment  was  revised  established  by  the  Area  SuperrlBor,  develop-  any  subsequent  tests  of  the  formation  shall 
slightly  to  change  “periodic  inspectlMis”  drilled  in  accordance  be  recorded  on  the  driller’s  log  and  used  to 

poor  ventilation,  to  Claraytotent.  this  order  shall  have  been  included  in  an  (3)  Conductor  end  Surface  Casing  Setting 

Subparagraph  5Jv.(7)  Notification  of  exploratory  or  development  plan  for  the  Depths.  These  strings  of  casing  shall  be  set 
Regulatory  Agencies  was  modified  to  re-  lease  as  required  under  so  OPR  360A4.  Sach  at  the  depth  specified  below,  subject  to  ap- 
flect  the  changes  discussed  under  Sub-  Ai^llcation  for  Permit  to  Drill  (Form  0-  proved  variation  to  permit  the  casing  to  be 
paragraph  5.A.(2),  Visible  Warning  Sys-  831C)  shall  include  aU  informaticm  required  set  in  a  competent  bed,  or  through  forma- 
tem  above  under  30  CFR  260.91,  and  shall  Include  a  tlons  determined  desirable  to  be  isolated 

Siibnara^nh  (21  Casino  was  mod.  “oration  of  any  proposed  departures  from  «  Xrom  the  weU  by  pipe  for  safer  drilling  op- 

requirements  of  this  Order.  All  depar-  eratlons;  provided,  however,  that  the  con- 
Ifled  torefiect  a  change  m  l^tollmgic^  tures  from  the  requirements  specified  in  this  ductor  casing  shall  be  set  immediately  prior 
standards  namely,  the  NA..C.E1.  Stand-  order  shall  be  subject  to  approval  pursucmt  to  drilling  into  formations  known  to  con- 
ard  lF-166,  which  is  not  as  relevant  to  to  30  CFB  250.12(b).  tain  oU  or  gas,  or,  U  unknown,  upon  en- 

drllling  operations  as  the  proposed  stand-  The  operator  shall  comply  with  the  follow-  coimtering  such  formations.  These  casing 
ard  T— IP— 16  now  under  consideration  by  requirements.  All  applications  for  ap-  strings  shall  bo  run  and  cemented  prior  to 

a  Task  Group  of  N  JV.  C  E  proval  under  the  provisions  of  this  Order  drilling  below  the  specified  setting  depths. 

^b^a««ph5.B.(3)W.in«a<i  BZ».  to  the  ,pprop«a« 

om  Preventors,  ana  Control  casing  and  Cementing.  AH  wens  Supervl8»  may  prescribe  the  exact  setting 

Equipment  was  revised  slightly  to  also  shall  be  cased  and  cemented  in  accordusce  depth.  Oonductw  casing  setting  depths  shall 
reflect  the  more  appropriate  metallurgl-  with  the  requirements  of  so  cam  2eo.l4(a)  be  between  600  feet  and  1.000  feet  (TVD 
cal  standards  now  beiz«  studied.  (l) ,  and  the  ^>plicatlon  for  Permit  to  DrlU  bsiow  Gulf  floor) ,  and  stuface  casing  setting 

Subparagraph  5.C.(2)  was  revised  to  eimu  include  the  easing  design  safety  fac-  be  between  lAOO  feet  and  4,500 

adlunt  the  DroDosed  reouired  value  of  nH  i**”  *<*'  eoUiq>ee,  tension,  and  bunt.  In  cases  f**t  (TVD  below  Gulf  floor) . 

Sf  9  5  f  W  tSTSSdUSto  a  S  ■nglneertaf  and  geologic  data  used  to  sub- 

2  1 A  ^^a^toa  pHt^  ^  Btantlato  the  proposed  setting  depths  ef  the 

Of  10.0  OT  above,  to  increase  oorrodion  „*,rtied  out  or  dl^laoed  to  a  depth  not  es-  eonductor  and  surface  ceatag  (sueh  as  estl- 
control  of  tae  metau  by  the  mud  system,  nsrilng  40  feet  below  the  Gulf  floor  to  faoUl-  mated  fracture  gradients,  pore  pressiu’es, 
Subparagritoh  5.D.(5)  Logging  Oper-  tate  easing  removal  rqran  weU  abandonment,  ^bellow  banards,  eU.)  dtall  be  fumi^ed  with 
aUons  after  Penetration  of  Known  or  Tor  the  purpose  of  this  Order,  the  several  the  Application  for  Permit  to  DrUl. 
Suspect^  H$S  Bearing  Zones  was  modi-  easing  strings  in  wder  ef  normal  instaUatlon  O-  Intermediate  Casing.  This  string  of  cas- 
fled  to  requlrw  treatment  oi  the  mud  gys-  drive  or  structural,  c<mductor,  surface,  tog  sbaU  be  set  when  required  by  antt^ated 

tern  for  h;s  effects,  while  logging.  Pur-  „  S 

.1.. .U...L  fVi*  nM  The  doslgn  Criteria  for  all  wells  Shall  eon-  otuer  well  eononions.  Tne  proposed  set- 

ther  Sjhdy  hw  shown  that  the  U«  Ot  ^  pertinent  factors  for  well  control,  ting  depth  lor  intermediate  casing  will  lx 

corrosion  inhibitors  for  protection  of  log-  deluding  formaUon  fracture  gradients  and  pressure  tests  of  the  exposec 

ging  equipment  may  be  minimal  as  (50m-  pressures  and  casing  setting  depths,  such  formation  below  the  surface  casing  shoe, 
pared  to  mud  system  treatment  to  pro-  that  the  wel  bore  could  be  expected  to  with-  ^  quantity  of  cement  sufficient  to  covei 
tect  logging  equipment.  stand  a  pressure  equivalent  to  at  least  a  0.6-  Isolate  all  hydrocarbon  zones  and  to  iso 

Subparagraph  5.D.(8)  Drill  String  Pre-  ^  shSrS 

be  new  pipe  or  reconditioned  used  pipe  that  pressure  miervais  snau  ne  usea.  ii  1 

cautions  was  revised  to  clarify  intent  re-  tested  to  insure  that  it  \rtll  meet  ^  intermediate  string,  th 

gardlng  sulphur  in  tool  Joint  compounds,  apt  standards  for  new  pipe  cement  shall  be  tested  by  a  fluid  entry  o 

The  undesirable  corrosion  effects  on  met-  a.  Drive  or  structural  casing.  This  pressure  test  to  determine  whether  a  sea 

al  are  caused  by  free  sulphur,  and  the  shaU  be  set  by  drUllng,  driving,  or  jetting  between  the  liner  top  and  next  larger  strln 
language  was  changed  to  require  tool  to  a  minimum  depth  of  100  feet  below  the  ” 

joint  compounds  not  to  contain  free  Oulf  floor  or  to  such  greater  depth  required  ^ 

Rulohur  support  imconsolidated  deposits  and  to  J®  u^  as  produrtlon  casing.  It  shall  be  ex 

«  .  provide  hole  stability  for  initial  drUllng  op-  to  the  surface  and  cemented  to  avol 

Subparagraph  5D.(9)  Flare  System  eratlons.  if  this  portion  of  the  hole  is  drill^,  c“tog  being  used  as  productlo 

was  revised  slighUy  to  clarify  intent  and  the  driuing  fluid  shall  be  of  a  type  that  is  in  ^  ^  an.,  , 

to  provide  for  the  gathering  and  burning  compliance  with  the  llqiUd  disposal  require-  P^onuction  Casing.  This  string  of  casln 
of  gas,  when  encountered.  ments  of  OCS  Order  No.  7,  and  a  quantity  of  ®°“P^®ttog  the  weU  f< 

SubDaraeraoh  5E  Kick  Detection  and  cement  sufficient  to  fill  the  annular  space  production.  It  shall  be  cemen^  in  a  mar 

“vSd  ctoto. 

toclarlls  ^  Intent  In  that^e  weU  fltad  d,£gfaSa»etttog^theM,»intoSSto?SS  *  Mcuiatto  volume  mmetent  to  mi  tne  .1 
Influx  could  be  pumped  back  into  the  engineering  and  geologic  factors,  toclud-  ^  "PP®’ 

formation  by  injection  prepared  killmud  mg  the  presence  or  abse^  of  hydrocarbons  ^uclble  hydr^arbon  zone  must  I 

or  mud  in  pits.  or  other  potential  hazards  and  water  depths.  ^fSig.^“t^tlnTof  th“e^a?\^^^^ 

Subparagraph  SJ.dXc)  was  revised  (l)  CoTiductor  Cosmy.  This  casmg  shall  be  jmer  top  and  the  next  larger  string  she 
slightly  to  clarify  the  intent  to  vent  gases  ®®^  *  depth  in  accordance  with  paragraph  conducted  as  in  the  case  of  intermedia 

from  stored  fluids.  below.  A  quantity  of  cement  sufficient  uners.  The  test  shaU  be  recorded  on  tl 

subparagraph  5^.(1)  (d)  was  revised  ?oo“^®  ^  resting.  Prior  to  drllilne  tl 

to  refer  to  toe  contingency  plan  (5. A.  ^2)  Surface  Casing.  This  casing  shall  be  plug  after  cementing.  aU  casing  strings,  e 

v3) )  in  regaru  to  no  smokmg  rules.  oot  at  a  depth  in  accordance  with  paragraph  cept  the  drive  or  structural  casing,  shall  1 
W.  A.  Radlinski  IB  (3)  below  and  cemented  m  a  manner  nec-  pressure-tested  as  shown  in  the  table  belo 

Actina  TUrpofor  essary  to  protect  all  freshwater  sands  and  The  test  pressure  shall  not  exceed  the  t 
AA.i,Any  x/jfcctu, .  provide  well  control  until  the  next  string  of  ternal  yield  pressure  of  the  casing.  The  su 
IOCS  Order  No.  21  casmglsset.  face  casing  shall  be  tested  with  water 

OTTT.F  OF  Mexico  Area— Druaing  Procedures  This  casing  shall  be  cemented  with  a  quan-  the  top  1(X)  feet  of  the  casing.  If  the  pre 
GULF  OP  MEXICO  AREA— DBUiiNG  PROCEDURES  sufficient  to  fill  the  Calculated  annular  sure  declines  more  than  10  percent  to 

Effective  December  1,  1974.  space  to  at  least  1,500  feet  above  the  surface  minutes,  or  if  there  Is  other  indication 

This  Order  Is  established  pursuant  to  the  casing  shoe  and  at  least  100  feet  mslde  the  a  leak,  the  casmg  shall  be  recemented,  i 
authority  prescribed  to  30  CFR  250.11.  All  conductor  casmg  or  as  approved  by  the  Dls-  paired,  or  an  additional  casmg  string  ru 
exploratory  and  development  wells  drilled  trlct  Supervisor.  When  there  are  indications  and  the  casing  shall  be  tested  again  in  t 
for  oil  and  gas  ShaU  be  drilled  In  accordance  of  improper  cementmg,  such  as  lost  returns,  same  manner. 

with  30  (7FR  250.34,  260.41,  250.91,  and  the  cement  channeling,  or  mechanical  failure  of  Minimum  surface 

provisions  of  this  Order  which  shall  continue  equipment,  the  operator  shaU  recement  or  Casing:  pressure 

m  effect  imtU  field  drilling  rules  are  Issued,  make  the  necessary  repairs.  After  drilling  a  Conductor  ___  200 

When  sufficient  geologic  and  engineering  to-  maximum  of  100  feet  below  the  surface  cas-  Surface - -  1,000 

f(x*inatlon  Is  obtained  through  exploratory  ing  shoe,  a  pressure  test  shall  be  obtained  to  Intermedlat*  _  1,500  or  0.2  IbAn*/ 

drllimg,  operators  may  make  ai^lication  aid  to  determlnmg  a  formation  fracture  whichever  is  greah 

or  the  Area  Supervisor  may  reqtilre  an  iq>pU-  gradient  either  by  testing  to  formation  leak-  Liner - -  Do. 

cation  for  the  eBtabUshment  of  field  drilling  off  or  by  testing  to  a  predetermined  equlva-  Production  —  Do. 
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After  cemeniting  any  of  the  above  strings, 
drilling  shall  not  be  commenced  until  » 
time  lapse  of  eight  hoxirs  under  pressure  for 
conductor  casli^  string  or  12  hours  under 
pressure  for  all  other  strings.  Cement  is  con¬ 
sidered  \mder  pressxire  If  one  or  more  float 
vedves  are  employed  and  are  shown  to  be 
holding  the  cement  In  place  or  when  other 
TnnanB  of  holding  pressiire  is  used.  All  c^- 
Ing  pressure  testa  shall  be  reccarded  on  the 
driller’s  log. 

F.  Directional  Surveys.  Wells  are  considered 
vertical  if  inclination  does  not  exceed  an 
average  of  three  degrees  from  the  vertical. 
Inclination  surveys  shall  be  obtained  on  all 
VMtlcal  wells  at  intervals  not  exceeding 
1,000  feet  during  the  normal  course  of  drill¬ 
ing. 

Wells  are  considered  directional  if  inclina¬ 
tion  exceeds  an  average  of  three  degrees 
from  the  vertical.  Directional  surveys  giving 
both  inclination  and  azimuth  shall  be  ob¬ 
tained  on  all  directional  wells  at  intervals 
not  exceeding  500  feet  during  the  normal 
course  of  drilling  and  at  Intervals  not  exceed¬ 
ing  100  feet  In  all  angle  change  portions  of 
the  hole. 

On  both  vertical  and  directional  wells,  di¬ 
rectional  surveys  giving  both  inclination  and 
azimuth  shall  be  obtained  at  Intervals  not 
exceeding  500  feet  prior  to,  or  upon,  setting 
surface  ot  intermediate  casing,  liners,  and 
at  total  d^ths.  Composite  directional  siuveys 
shall  be  filed  with  the  District  Supervisor. 
The  Interval  shown  will  be  from  tiie  bottom 
of  conductor  casing,  or,  in  the  absence  of 
conductor  casing,  from  the  bottom  of  drive 
or  structural  casing  to  total  depth.  In 
calculating  all  s\irveys,  a  correction  form  true 
north  to  Lambert-Orld  north  shall  be  made 
after  making  the  magnetic  to  true  north 
correction. 

2.  Blowout  PrewntioH  Equipment.  Blow¬ 
out  preventers  and  related  well-contnd 
equipment  shall  be  instelled,  used,  and 
tested  in  a  manner  necessary  to  prevent 
blowouts.  Prior  to  drilling  below  the  drive 
pipe  or  structural  casing  and  until  drilling 
operations  are  completed,  Uowout  preven¬ 
tion  equipment  shali  be  installed  and  main¬ 
tained  ready  for  iise  as  follows: 

A.  Drive  Pipe  or  Structural  Casing.  Before 
drilling  below  this  string,  at  least  one  re¬ 
motely  contnfiled,  annular-type-blowout 
preventer  or  pressure-rotating,  pack-off-type 
head  and  equipment  for  circulating  the 
drilling  fiuid  to  the  drilling  structure  or 
vessel  shall  be  installed.  When  the  blowout 
preventer  system  is  on  the  Qulf  floor,  the 
^oke  and  kill  line  or  equivalent  vent  lines, 
equipped  with  necessary  connections  and 
fittings,  shall  be  used  for  diversion.  An  an¬ 
nular  preventer  or  pressure-rotating,  pack¬ 
off-type  head,  equipped  with  suitable  dlver- 
slmi  lines  as  described  above  and  installed 
on  top  of  the  marine  riser,  to  permit  the 
diversion  of  hydrocarbons  and  other  fiulds, 
may  be  utilized  for  diversion.  A  diverter  sys¬ 
tem  which  provides  at  least  the  equivalent 
of  two  4-lnch  lines  (22  sq\iare  inches  in¬ 
ternal  cross-sectional  area)  and  full-open  or 
butterfly  valves  shall  be  Installed  in  order  to 
permit  the  full  diversion  of  hydrocarbons 
and  other  fluids.  The  diverter  system  shall  be 
equipped  with  automatic,  remote-controlled 
valves  which  open  prior  to  shutting  in  the 
well,  at  least  two  lines  venting  in  different 
directions  to  accomplish  downwind  diversion. 
A  schematic  diagram  and  operational  pro¬ 
cedure  for  the  diverter  system  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  with  the  Application  for  Permit  to 
Drill  (Form  8-3310)  to  the  District  Super¬ 
vise  tor  approval. 

In  drilling  operations  where  a  floating  drill 
Ship  e  semisubmersible  type  of  drilling  ves¬ 
sel  is  used,  and/OT  where  the  placement  of 
the  initial  structural  casing  is  not  opera- 
ttonally  feasible  to  provide  adequate  forma- 


Uon  competence  to  subsequently  safely  con¬ 
tain  shallow  hydrocarbons  or  other  fluids 
While  drilling  conducts  hole,  a  program 
which  provides  for  rig  and  personnM  protec¬ 
tion  and  safety  in  these  operations  shall  be 
described  and  submitted  to  the  District 
Supervisor  tot  his  consideration  and  ap¬ 
proval.  This  program  shall  Include  all  known 
pertinent  and  relevant  information,  includ¬ 
ing  seismic  and  geologic  data,  water  depth, 
drilllng-fluld  hydrostatic  pressure,  sche¬ 
matic  diagram  from  rotary  table  to  proposed 
conductor  casing  seat,  and  contingency  plan 
for  moving  off  location.  In  all  areas  where 
shallow  hazards  or  hydrocarbons  are  un¬ 
known,  seismic  data  shall  be  obtained,  and 
a  small-diameter  initial  pilot  hole  from  the 
bottom  of  drive  or  structural  casing  to  pro¬ 
posed  conductor  casing  seat  shall  be  drilled 
to  determine  the  presence  or  absence  of 
these  hazards. 

B.  Conductor  Casing^  Before  drilling  below 
this  string,  at  least  one  remotely  controlled, 
annular-type  blowout  preventer  and  equip¬ 
ment  for  circulating  the  drilling  fluid  to  the 
drilling  structure  or  vessel  shall  be  installed. 

A  diverter  system  as  described  in  paragriq)h 
2A  above  shall  be  installed. 

C.  Surface  Casing.  Before  drilling  below 
this  string,  the  blowout  prevention  equip¬ 
ment  shall  include  a  minimum  of:  (1)  three 
remote-controlled,  hydraulically  operated 
blowout  preventers  with  a  working  pressure 
which  exceeds  the  maximum  anticipated 
surface  pressure,  including  one  equipped  with 
pipe  rams,  one  with  blind  rams,  and  (me 
annular  type;  (2)  a  drilling  {g>ool  with  side 
outlets,  if  side  outlets  are  not  provided  in 
the  blowout  preventer  body;  (3)  a  choke  line 
and  manifold;  (4)  a  kill  line  separate  from 
choke  line;  and  (5)  a  flll-up  line. 

D.  Intermediate  Casing.  Before  drilling 
below  this  string,  the  blowout  prevention 
equipment  shall  include  a  minimmn  of:  (1) 
four  remote-controlled,  hydraulically  oper¬ 
ated  blowout  preventers  with  a  working  pres- 
siure  which  exceeds  the  maximum  anticipated 
smrface  pressure.  Including  at  least  two 
equipped  with  pipe  rams,  one  with  blind 
rams,  and  one  annular  type;  (2)  a  drilling 
spool  with  side  outlets,  if  side  outlets  are  not 
provided  in  the  blowout  preventer  body; 
(3)  a  choke  line  and  manifold;  (4)  a  kill 
line  separate  from  choke  line;  and  (5)  a  flll- 
up  line. 

EL  Testing — (1)  Pressure  Test.  Bam-type 
blowout  preventers  and  related  control  equip¬ 
ment  shall  be  tested  with  water  to  the  rated 
working  pressure  of  the  stack  assembly,  with 
the  exception  of  the  annular-type  preventer. 
Which  shall  be  tested  to  70  percent  of  the 
rated  working  pressiire.  They  shall  be  tested: 
(a)  when  instelled,  (b)  before  drilling  out 
after  each  string  of  casing  is  set.  (c)  not  less 
than  once  a  week  from  each  of  the  control 
stations,  and  (d)  following  repcOrs  that  re¬ 
quire  disconnecting  a  pressure  seal  in  the 
assembly. 

(2)  Actuation.  While  drill  pipe  is  in  use, 
ram-type  blowout  preventers  shall  be  actu¬ 
ated  to  test  proper  functioning  once  each 
trip,  but  in  no  event  less  than  (mce  each  day. 
The  annular-type  blowout  preventer  shall  be 
actuated  on  the  drill  pipe  once  each  week. 
Accumulators  or  acciimulators  and  pumps 
shall  maintain  a  pressure  capacity  reserve  at 
all  times  to  provide  for  repeated  oi>eratlon 
of  hydraulic  preventers.  An  operable  remote 
blowout-preventer-control  station  shall  be 
provided,  in  addition  to  the  one  on  the 
drilling  floor. 

(3)  Drills.  A  blowout  prevention  drill  shall 
be  conducted  weekly  for  each  drilling  crew 
to  Insure  that  all  equipment  is  (^eratlonal 
and  that  crews  are  properly  trained  to  carry 
out  emergency  duties. 

(4)  Records.  All  blowout  preventer  tests 
and  crew  drills  shsdl  be  recorded  on  the 
driller’s  log. 


F.  Other  Equipment.  An  Inside  blowout- 
preventer  assembly  (backpressure  valve)  and 
an  essentially  full-<^nlng  drill-string  safety 
valve  in  the  open  position  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  on  the  rig  floor  to  fit  all  pipe  in  the 
drill  string.  A  kelly  cock  shall  be  Installed 
below  the  swivel,  and  an  essentially  full¬ 
opening  kelly  cock  of  such  design  that  it 
can  be  run  through  the  blowout  preventers 
shall  be  Installed  at  the  bottom  of  the  kelly. 

3.  Mud  Program.  The  characteristics,  use. 
and  testing  of  drilling  mud  and  the  (xmduct 
of  related  drilling  procedures  sball  be  such  as 
are  necessary  to  prevent  the  blowout  of  any 
well.  Quantities  of  mud  materials  sufficient 
to  insiure  well  control  shall  be  maintained 
readily  accessible  fcsr  use  at  all  times. 

A.  Mud  Control.  Before  starting  out  the 
hole  with  drill  pipe,  the  mud  shall  be  proper¬ 
ly  conditioned.  Proper  conditioning  requires 
either  circulation  with  the  drill  pipe  Jtist  off 
bottom  to  the  extent  that  the  annular 
volxime  is  displaced,  or  proper  documenta¬ 
tion  in  the  driller’s  log  prior  to  pulling  the 
drill  pipe  that:  (1)  there  was  no  indication 
of  influx  of  formation  fluids  prior  to  start¬ 
ing  to  pull  the  drill  pipe  from  the  hcrie,  (2) 
the  weight  of  the  returning  mud  is  not  leas 
than  the  weight  of  the  mud  entering  the 
hole,  and  (3)  other  mud  pn^rtiee  recorded 
on  the  daily  drilling  log  are  within  the  q;>ec- 
Ified  ranges  at  the  stage  of  drilling  the 
hole  to  perform  their  required  functions.  In 
those  cases  when  the  hole  is  circulated,  the 
driller’s  log  shall  be  so  noted. 

When  coming  out  of  the  hole  with  drill 
pipe,  the  annulus  shall  be  filed  wtQi  mud 
before  the  mud  level  drops  100  feet.  A  me¬ 
chanical  device  for  measuring  the  ammmt  of 
mud  required  to  fill  the  hole  shall  be  utilized, 
and  any  time  there  is  an  indication  of  swab¬ 
bing,  or  influx  of  formation  fluids,  the  neces¬ 
sary  safety  devices  and  action  shall  be  em¬ 
ployed  to  control  the  well.  ’The  mud  shall 
not  be  circulated  and  conditioned,  except  on 
or  near  bottom,  uifless  well  conditions  pre¬ 
vent  running  the  drill  pipe  back  to  bottom. 
’The  mud  in  the  hole  shall  be  circulated  or 
reverse-circulated  prior  to  pulling  drill-stem 
test  tools  from  the  hole. 

The  hole  shall  be  filled  by  acctirately  meas¬ 
ured  volumes  of  mud.  The  number  of  stands 
of  drill  pipe  and  drill  c(41ars  that  may  be 
pulled  between  the  times  of  filling  the  hole 
shall  be  calculated  and  posted.  The  number 
of  barrels  and  pump  strokes  required  to  fill 
the  hole  for  this  designated  numbw  of 
stands  of  drill  pipe  and  drill  collars  shall 
be  posted.  For  each  casing  string,  the  maxi¬ 
mum  pressure  which  may  be  applied  to  the 
blowout  preventer  before  controlling  excess 
pressure  by  bleeding  through  the  choke  shall 
be  posted  near  the  driller.  Drill  pipe  pressure 
shall  be  monitored  during  the  bleeding  pro¬ 
cedure  for  well  control.  An  (^erable  de¬ 
gasser  shall  be  Installed  in  the  mud  system 
prior  to  the  commencement  of  drilling  op¬ 
erations  and  shall  be  maintained  for  use 
throughout  the  drilling  and  completion-  of 
the  well. 

B.  Mud  Testing  Equipment.  Mud  testing 
equipment  shall  be  maintained  on  the  drill¬ 
ing  rig  at  all  times,  and  mud  testa  shall  be 
performed  daily,  or  more  frequently  as  con¬ 
ditions  warrant.  The  following  mud-system 
monitoring  equipment  must  be  installed 
(with  derrick  floor  indicators)  and  used  at 
the  point  in  the  drilling  operation  when  mud 
reUims  are  established  and  throughout 
subsequent  drilling  operations: 

(1)  Recording  mud  pit  level  indicator  to 
determine  mud  pit  volume  gains  and  losses. 
This  indicator  shall  include  a  visual  and 
audio  warning  device. 

(2)  Mud  volume  measuring  device  for  ac¬ 
curately  determining  mud  voiumee  required 
to  fill  the  hole  on  trips. 

(3)  Mud  retiirn  indicator  to  detwmine 
that  returns  essentially  equal  the  pump  dis¬ 
charge  rate. 
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(4)  OM-deteetlnc  «qTi4>ment  to  monitor  shaU  be  hoiated  to  a  mwuMr  viriM*  to  vator-  ne  qiiMdy  and  OMlly  i^vanaUe  to  per- 
B  drilling  mad  returna.  craft  and  aircraft.  Bach  flag  tfuA  be  o(  a  auniel  Storage  locattona  — >a»  *n«i^iide  the 

0,  HMd  Dally  Inrentorlas  oC  mtolmton  width  of  ttoee  feet  and  a  mini-  fonowtx^: 

Id  mateHala  Inchidlng  barlto  ahall  be  mum  height  of  two  feet.  Kacii  mgn  i*»^n  hate  1.  Big  Aoor. 

xirded  to  provide  a  beets  fear  deta  nUntog  a  minimum  width  at  eight  feat  and  a  ndnl-  g.  Any  working  area  above  the  rig  floor, 

nlmum  quantities  needed  lor  emergency  mtua  height  of  four  feet,  and  shall  t>e  painted  t.  Mud-loggtog  facility, 

a.  DrlUlng  operations  shall  be  suspended  a  hlgh-vislblUty  yellow  txAat  with  black  let-  4.  Shale-shaker  area, 
the  abeenoe  of  minimum  quantltlss  of  terlng  of  a  mintTmiTn  of  IS  Inches  In  height.  S.  Mud  pit  area, 

ad  materials  for  emergency  use.  All  signs  and  flags  ehall  be  illuminated  un-  g.  Mud  storage  area. 

4.  Well  Control  Surveillance  and  Train-  <ier  eondlttons  of  poor  visibility  imd  at  night  y.  Pump  rooms  (mud  and  ORnent). 

p— A.  Surveillance.  Prom  the  time  drilling  when  In  use.  These  signs  and  flags  «»t>u  be  8.  Crew  quarters, 

orations  are  Initiated  and  until  the  well  dlq>la3red  to  Indicate  the  following  opan-  0.  Bach  iMleflng  area, 

completed  or  abandoned,  a  member  of  the  tlonal  conditions  and  requirements:  10.  Heliport. 

«w  or  tiM  toolpushw  shall  m^-  (*)  Moderate  Danger.  When  the  threriiold  (c)  A  system  of  breathlng-atar  manifolds, 

In  rig  survrillanm  ^  all  limes,  unless  umit  value  of  (10  parts  per  million)  Is  hoses,  and  masks  Shan  be  provided  on  too  rig 

le  well  U  secured  with  blowaut  preventers  reachedB  the  signs  will  be  dlBpls3red.  If  the  floor  and  In  the  briefing  areas.  A  cascade  air- 
cenMnt  concentration  of  reaches  30  parts  per  bottle  system  shall  be  provided  to  reflU  ta- 

B.  Training  Company  aM  dritong-co^  mlBlon,  protective  breathing  apparatus  shaU  dividual  protective-breathing-apparatus  bot- 

actor  «wp«rv^  *»•  ’>y  P«rsoimel,  and  aU  nonworktag  ties.  The  mscade  alr-bot^  s;^  may  be 

^  krowledgeable  of  prea^t-day  ttou  personnel  shall  proceed  to  the  safe  briefing  recharged  by  a  hlgh-presaore  compressor 
mtroL  operator  shall  matotalnarecord  areas.  suitable  for  providing  breathlng-q\iallty  air, 

suto  training  on  toe  rig  floor.  Training  Extreme  Danger.  When  Is  deter-  provided  toe  oesnpreaeor  suction  Is  located  to 

mtoed  to  have  reached  toe  tojurtous  level  (SO  an  uncontamtoated  atmoephere.  AU  lueato- 

P"  mUIlon) .  toe  flags  shaU  be  hoMed  tog-air  bottleo  toaU  be  labeled  as  eontatotog 

Including  jjj  addition  to  toe  dlqilayed  signs.  AU  non-  breathlng-quaUty  air  lit  for  human  usaga. 

pcTSMinel  OT  sU  personnel,  as  ap-  (d)  Workboats  attandant  to  rig  operatlom 
m  pToprlste,  shaU  be  evacuated  at  this  time.  toaU  be  equipped  with  a  protective  breathing 

Radio  commxmlcatlons  toaU  be  uaed  to  alert  apparatus  for  aU  workboat  crew  members 
known  air- and  watercraft  to  toe  irnme-  nrSraura-demand  or  demand-type  matos 
M  ▼l«^ty  of  toe  drtUIng  faculty.  connected  to  a  breatotog-atr  manifold,  anf 

Sll^takento^SSrS^TScts  of  toe  f*)  Ctoatto^eaey  Plea.  A  contingency  plan  additional  protective  breathing  iq)paratui 

^  devek^  prior  to  toe  eommenoe-  ShbU  be  avaflable  for  evacuees.  Wheneve] 

rocednreB  Tihteirn  the  — —  _ todude  toe  followtog;  (e)  Hettcopters  attendant  to  rig  opesatloni 

>vels  of  safety  may  be  approved  by  to^-  toaU beequip^  wlto  a protoettve breato^ 

•let  Stmervlsor.  When  sulphur  dioxide  **??*?*-*?  **PO*'“*-  ^ _  apparatus  for  the  pilot. 

30,),  V^duU  of  comhust^  of  is  equipment,  train-  (H  -nie  a^tttoi^  personne 

raeUt.  toe  prooeduras  outltoed  m  t^ap-  **»«•  “«*  «oktog  rules  safety  equipment  toaU  be  available  for  us 

roved  contto^^  reSSKl  l^ 

raph  6a(3)  of  thia  Order  »heii  be  followed.  ^*0**®^*®  danger  to  life.  1.  Portable  H,S  detectors. 

A.  Pcrmnnel  So/ets  and  Protection— (1)  2.  Extreme  danger  to  Ufe.  2.  Retrieval  ropee  with  safety  harnesses  h 

rainina  Proaram  (a)  AU  persormel  whethOT  Responsibilities  and  duties  of  person-  retrieve  Incapacitated  personnel  from  con 

Bgularly  aligned,  contradU,  or  employed  operating  condition.  taminated  areas. 

n  an  unscheduled  basis,  gh^ii  be  informed  Designation  of  briefing  areas  as  loca-  3.  Chalk  boards  and  not©  pads  located  oi 

s  to  toe  hazards  of  H,S  an<i  SO_  They  toaU  aeaembly  of  personnel  during  te-  rtg  floor.  In  the  shale-shaker  area,  am 

Iso  be  Instructed  in  the  proper  use  of  per-  Dengw  condition.  At  least  two  brief-  cement  punq;>  rooms  for  communlca 

nnnfti  safety  equipment  «>.n>i  informed  of  areas  shall  be  established  on  each  drOl-  tlon  purposes. 

LS  detectors  and  alarms,  ventilation  equip-  faculty.  Of  these  two  areas,  toe  one  up-  4^  BuU  horns  and  flashing  Ughts. 

aent,  prevaUlng  winds,  briefing  areas,  warn-  tond  at  any  given  tone  Is  toe  safe  briefing  5_  Besuscltators. 

ng  systems,  and  evacuaUon  procedures.  (8)  Ventilation  Equipment.  AU  ventUatlo 

(b)  Information  relating  to  these  safety  ^  ,  devices  toaU  be  Mcploston-proof  and  aituate 

neasTires  shall  be  prominently  posted  on  the  (K)  Agenctes  to  be  notified  In  case  of  an  areas  where  w  a  or  SO  may  aocumulati 
IrUllng  faculty  and  on  veeeels  in  toe  Im-  ,  ,  „  .  Movable  ventUatiS  devkxi  shi  be  provide 

nediate  vicinity  which  are  serving  the  drlU-  ^  *>®  multidlrectlmaal  an 

ing  faculty,  addresses  and  telephone  of  dli^^erslng  H,S  or  SO,  vapors  awa 

(c)  To  promote  efficient  safety  procedures,  *«>“  working  personnel. 

m  on-slte  H.B  safety  proeram.  which  in-  '*)  Detection  and  Monitoring  equip-  .  „  •  .  . 

jludes  a  weeUy  drill  a^U^ing  ment.  Each  drilling  faculty  toaU  have  an  Bfi  (7) 

■hall  be  eetabllshed.  B^rcU^f^ndsnS  detection  and  monitoring  system  which  ac-  1^  f^Uow^ 

ijhAii  be  maintained  on  to*  drUllng  faculty,  tlvates  audible  and  visible  alarms  before  the  notiUed^dCT  toe  alert  condltl^  In^^^ 

(d)  AU  personnel  In  the  wo^ng  crew  oencentration  of  HjS  exceeds  Its  threshold  <•)  ttoderate  Danger.  1.  UE.  GecUogla 
toaU  have  been  Indoctrinated  In  basic  first  ll“*t  value  of  10  parte  per  mUllon  to  sir, 

aid  procedures  applicable  to  victims  of  H,S  This  equipment  shaU  be  capable  <rf  sensing  ^ 

exposure.  During  subsequent  on-slte  training  »  minimum  of  five  parts  per  million  HJS  to  Extreme  Danger.  1.  UH.  Oeoiogla 

nftBuinna  and  drUls.  emphasis  shaU  be  placed  tor,  with  sensing  pomts  located  at  the  bell  _  . 

upon  rescue  and  first  aid  tar  HJB  victims,  topple,  toale  shaker,  mud  pita,  drUler’s  stand,  _ 

Each  drilling  faculty  shall  have  toe  foUowing  Uvtog  quarters  and  oton’  areas  where  HJS  of^Drfenae  (wh^  operatix 

equipment,  and  each  crew  member  be  might  accumulate  to  hazardous  quantities.  '•toidng  areas  1 

thoroughly  familiar  with  the  location  and  H.J3  detector  ampules  shall  be  avaUable  for 

use  of  items:  vaa  by  all  working  personnel.  After  has  *•  hppre^riate  state  agencies. 

1.  A  first  aid  kit.  been  Initially  detected  by  Buiy  device,  fre-  B.  Metathirgical  Equipment  Oonaideri 

3.  Resuscitators,  complete  with  face  quent  tn^ieotions  of  aU  areas  of  poor  ventUa-  tione.  Equipment  used  when  drflUng  son 

oxygen  bottles,  and  ^Mure  oxygen  bottles.  tlon  toaU  be  made  with  a  portable  HjB-  becurlng  BJ3  shall  be  constructed  of  materia 

3.  A  Stokes  Utter  or  equivalent.  detector  Instrument.  whlto,  according  to  design  principles,  wiU  1 

(e)  One  person,  who  regularly  performs  (6)  Peraomnel  Protective  Equipment,  (a)  able  to  resist  damage  from  the  phenome] 

duties  on  toe  drUling  faculty,  ■Kaii  be  re-  AU  personnel  on  a  drUltog  facility  or  aboard  known  vario^y  as  sulfide  stress  eracklii 
■pnnaihifl  for  the  oversU  operation  of  the  on-  marine  veesris  serving  toe  faculty  be  hydrogen  embrittlement,  or  stiess  corrosl< 

Bite  safety  and  training  program.  equipped  wtih  proper  personnel  protective-  cracking.  Such  equipment  Includes  drill  pi): 

(2)  Visible  Warning  System.  Wind  dlree-  breathing  apparatus.  The  protective  breath-  oaslng.  casing  beads,  blowout-preveto 
tien  equipment  shaU  be  installed  at  promi-  tog  apparatus  used  in  an  HjB  envlromnent  stack  assembUes,  klU  Ones,  choke  manlf(U( 
nent  locations  to  indicate  to  all  personnel,  shall  conform  to  aU  applicable  Occupational  ud  other  rriated  equipment.  A  knowledge 
on  or  to  the  »nnTn«rtia.t«t  vicinity  of  the  facU-  Safety  and  Health  Admmistratlon  regula-  the  various  Intersotlons  between  stress,  e 
ity,  toe  wind  direction  at  aU  times  for  deter-  tloos  and  American  National  Standards  In-  vlronment,  and  toe  metaUurgy  eiiq>loyed 
iTiiniTig  upwind  areas  In  event  that  stltute  stazKlards.  Optional  equipment,  such  required  for  successful  operation  In  HJ3  • 
HJS  is  preaant  in  the  atmoq;>beie.  m  nose  cups  and  qwetacle  kits,  toaU  be  vlronments.  The  foUowtog  general  practk 

Operational  danger  stgns  shall  be  displayed  avaUable  fear  use  as  needed.  toe  required  for  acceptable  porformanoe: 

from  each  side  of  the  drilUng  ship  or  plat-  (b)  The  storage  location  of  imitecttve  (1)  Drill  String.  DrUl  strings 
focm.  and  a  number  of  rectangular  red  flags  breathing  apparatua  shaU  be  such  that  they  designed  oonslftent  with  the  anttripat 
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d^Ui.  conditioDB  of  the  hole,  and  reservoir 
envlromnent  to  be  encountered.  Care  shall 
be  taken  to  minimize  exposure  of  the  drill 
string  to  high  stresses  as  much  as  Is  practical 
and  consistent  with  the  anticipated  hole 
conditions  to  be  encountered. 

(3)  Casing.  Casing,  coupling,  flanges,  and 
relat^  eqvilpment  shall  be  designed  for 
service.  Field  welding  on  casing  (except  con¬ 
ductor  and  surface  strings)  is  prohibited 
unless  approved  by  the  Dlstalct  Supervisor. 

(3)  Wellhead,  BUnoout  Preventers,  and 
Pressure  Control  Equipment.  The  blowout- 
preventer  stack  assembly  shall  be  designed 
In  accordance  with  criteria  evolved  through 
technology  of  the  latest  state-of-the-art  for 

service.  Surface  equipment  such  as 
choke  lines,  choke  manifold,  klU  lines,  bolt¬ 
ing,  weldments,  and  other  related  well-kill¬ 
ing  equipment  shall  be  designed  and  fab¬ 
ricated  utilizing  the  most  advanced  tech¬ 
nology  concerning  sulfide  stress  cracking. 
Elastomers,  packing,  and  shnllar  Inner  parts 
exposed  to  shall  be  resistant  at  the 
maximum  anticipated  temperature  of  ex- 
posme. 

C.  Mud  Program.  (1)  Either  water-  or  oll- 
base  muds  are  suitable  for  use  in  drilling 
formations  containing  H^.  If  oil-base  muds 
are  used,  cuttings  shall  be  cleaned  of  oil 
prior  to  disposal  into  Oulf  waters. 

(2)  A  pH  of  10.0  or  above  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  In  a  water-base  mud  system  to  con¬ 
trol  corrosion  and  prevent  sulfide  stress 
cracking. 

(3)  Consideration  shall  also  be  given  to 
the  use  of  H,S  scavengers  in  both  water- 
and  oil -base  mud  systems. 

(4)  Sufficient  quantities  of  fuidltlves  shall 
be  maintained  on  location  for  addition  to 
the  mud  system  as  needed  to  neutralize 
HdB  picked  up  by  the  system  when  drilling 
in  formations  containing  H^S. 

(6)  The  application  of  corrosion  Inhibitors 
to  the  drill  pipe  to  afford  a  protective  coat¬ 
ing  or  their  addition  to  the  mud  system  may 
be  used  as  an  additional  safeguard  to  the 
normal  protection  of  the  metal  by  pH  con¬ 
trol  and  the  scavengers  mentioned  above. 

(6)  Drilling  mud  containing  H^  gas  shall 
be  degassed  at  the  optimum  location  for 
the  particular  rig  configuration  employed. 
The  gases  so  removed  shall  be  piped  into  a 
closed  flare  system  and  b\imed  at  a  suitable 
remote  stack. 

D.  General  Operations.  All  personnel  in  the 
working  area  shall  utilize  H£  protective- 
breathing  apparatus  when  required,  as  spec¬ 
ified  in  paragraph  5A(2).  The  normal  fixed- 
point  monitor  system  outlined  in  paragraph 
5A(4)  may  be  supplemented  with  portable 
HiS  detectors  as  conditions  warrant. 

(1)  Drill  String  Trips  or  Fishing  Opera¬ 
tions.  Every  effort  shall  be  made  to  pull  a  dry 
drill  string  while  maintaining  well  control. 
If  It  Is  necessary  to  pull  the  drill  siring  wet 
after  penetration  of  Ki8-bearlng  zones.  In¬ 
creased  monitoring  of  the  working  area  shall 
be  provided  and  protective  breathing  appara¬ 
tus  shall  be  worn  under  conditions  as  out¬ 
lined  in  paragraph  5A(2). 

(2)  Circulating  Bottoms-up  from  a  Drill¬ 
ing  Break.  Cementing  Operations,  Logging 
Operations,  or  Well  Circulation  While  Not 
Drilling.  After  penetration  of  an  HaS-bearlng 
zone,  protective  breathing  apparatus  shall  be 
worn  by  those  personnel  In  the  working  area 
In  advance  of  circulating  bottoms-up  or 
when  HiS  Is  Indicated  by  the  monitoring 
system  in  quantities  sufficient  to  require 
protective  breathing  iq>parat\is  imder  para¬ 
graph  6A(2),  should  this  condition  occiir 
Sfurllw. 

(3)  Coring  Operations  in  HtS-bearing 
Zones.  Personnel  protective-breathing  appa¬ 
ratus  Shall  be  worn  10-20  stands  in  advance 


of  retrieving  the  core  barrel.  Cores  to  be 
transported  shall  be  sealed  and  marked  for 
the  presence  of  HaS. 

(4)  Abandonment  or  Temporary  Abandon¬ 
ment  Operations.  Internal  w^-abandonment 
equipment  shall  be  designed  for  HiS  service. 

(5)  Logging  Operations  after  Penetration 
of  Known  or  Suspected  H$S-bearing  Zones. 
Mud  in  use  fm*  logging  operations  shall  be 
conditioned  and  treated  to  minimize  the 
effects  of  EU3  on  the  logging  eqrilpment. 

(6)  Stripping  Operations.  Dl^laoed  mud 
returns  shall  be  monitored  and  protective 
breathing  iq>parat\is  worn  if  HaS  is  detected 
at  levels  outlined  for  protective  breathing 
apparatus  under  paragraph  5A(2). 

(7)  Gas-cut  Mud  or  Well  Kick  from  HtS- 
bearing  2kynes.  Protective  breathing  appuu- 
tus  shall  be  worn  when  ui  HiS  concentaatlon 
at  20  parts  per  million  Is  detected.  Should 
a  decision  be  made  to  circulate  out  a  kick, 
protective  breathing  tq>paratus  shall  be  worn 
prior  to  and  subsequent  to  bottoms-up,  and 
at  any  time  during  an  extended  kill  c^ra- 
tlon  that  the  concentration  of  HiS  becomes 
hazardous  to  personnel  as  defined  In  para¬ 
graph  5A(2)(a). 

(8)  Drill  String  Precautions.  Precautions 
shall  be  taken  to  minimize  drill  string 
stresses  caused  by  condlttons  such  as  exces¬ 
sive  dogleg  seventy.  Improper  stiffness  ratios. 
Improper  torque,  whip,  abrasive  wear  on  tool 
Joints,  and  Joint  Imbalance.  Amertcan  Petro¬ 
leum  Institute  Bulletin  HP  70  shall  be  used 
as  a  guideline  for  drill  string  precautions. 
Tool-Joint  compounds  containing  free  sul¬ 
phur  shall  not  be  used.  Proper  handling 
techniques  unaii  be  enoployed  to  minimize 
notching,  stress  concentrations,  and  possible 
drill  pipe  failures. 

(9)  Flare  System.  The  flare  system  shall  be 
designed  to  safely  gather  and  burn  H^S  gas. 
Flare  lines  shall  be  located  as  far  from  the 
drilling  facility  as  feasible  in  a  manner  to 
compensate  for  wind  changes.  The  flare  sys¬ 
tem  shall  be  equipped  with  a  pilot  and  an 
automatic  Igniter.  Backup  Ignition  for  each 
flare  shall  be  provided. 

E.  Kick  Detection  and  WeU  Control.  In 
addition  to  the  requirements  of  paragraph 
3B  of  this  Order,  all  efforts  shall  be  made 
to  prevent  a  well  kick  as  a  result  at  gas-cut 
mud,  drilling  brecdu,  lost  circulation,  or  trips 
for  bit  change.  Drilling  rate  changes  shall  be 
evaluated  for  the  possibility  of  encoimtering 
abnormal  pressures,  and  mud  weights  ad¬ 
justed  in  an  effort  to  cmnpensate  for  any 
hydrostatic  imbalance  that  might  result  In 
a  well  kick. 

In  the  event  of  a  kick,  the  disposal  of  the 
well  Influx  fluids  shall  be  accomplished  by 
one  of  the  following  alternatives,  ^vlng  con¬ 
sideration  to  personnel  safety,  possible  envi¬ 
ronmental  dtunage,  and  possible  facility  well 
equipment  damage; 

Alternative  A.  To  contain  the  well  fluid 
Influx  by  shutting  in  the  well  and  piimplng 
the  fluids  back  into  the  formation. 

Alternative  B.  To  control  the  kick  by  using 
appropriate  well-control  techniques  to  pre¬ 
vent  formation  fracturing  in  open  hole 
within  Jhe  pressure  limits  of  well  equipment 
(drill  pipe,  casing,  wellhead,  blowout  pre¬ 
venters,  and  related  equipment.)  The  dis¬ 
posal  of  H^  and  other  gases  shall  be  through 
pressured  or  atmospheric  mud-gas  separator 
equipment,  depending  on  volume  and  pres¬ 
sure  of  HH  gas.  The  equipment  shall  be 
designed  ta  recovery  drilling  mud  and  to 
vent  to  the  atmosphere  and  bum  the  gases 
separated.  The  mud  system  Shall  be  treated 
to  neutralize  and  restore  and  maintain 
the  proper  mud  quality. 

F.  Well  Testing  in  an  HJS  Environment — 
(1)  Procedures,  (a)  Well  testing  shall  be 
performed  with  a  minimum  number  of  per¬ 


sonnel  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  rig 
floor  and  test  equipment  to  safely  and  ade¬ 
quately  perform  the  test  and  maintain  re¬ 
lated  equipment  and  services. 

(b)  Prior  to  initiation  of  the  test,  special 
safety  meetings  shall  be  conducted  fw  all 
personnel  who  will  be  on  the  drill  facility 
during  the  test,  with  particular  emphasis  on 
the  use  of  personnel  protective-breathing  ap¬ 
paratus,  flrst  aid  procedures,  and  the  H^ 
Contingency  Plan. 

(o)  During  the  test,  the  use  of  H^  detec¬ 
tion  equipment  Shall  be  intensified.  All  pro¬ 
duced  gases  shall  be  vented  and  burned 
through  a  flare  system  which  meets  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  paragraph  5D(9).  Oases  frcHn 
8t<M«d  teat  fluids  shaU  be  vented  into  the 
flare  systMxi. 

(d)  “No  Smoking**  rules  in  the  ^>proved 
Contingency  Plan  of  paragraph  5A(3)  of  this 
Order  shall  be  rigorously  enforced. 

(2)  Equipment,  (a)  Drill-stem  test  tools 
and  wellhead  equipment  shall  be  suitable  lot 
H^S  service. 

(b)  Tubing  which  meets  the  requirements 
for  H,S  service  Shall  be  used  for  drill  stem 
testing.  Drill  pipe  shall  not  be  used  for  drill 
stem  tests  without  the  prior  approval  of  the 
District  Supervisor.  The  water  cuShkm  shall 
be  thoroughly  inhibited  In  order  to  prevent 
H^  corrosion.  The  test  string  shall  be  flushed 
with  treated  fluid  for  the  same  purpose  after 
omnpletlon  ot  the  test. 

(c)  All  surface  test  units  and  rdated 
equipment  shall  be  designed  for  H^  service. 
Only  competent  personnM  who  are  trained 
in  and  knowledge^le  of  the  hazardous  effects 
of  H^  Shall  be  utilized  In  these  tests. 

W.  D.  SOLAKAS, 

Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor, 
Field  Operations. 

Approved:  Novekber  25.  1974. 

RtrSSELL  Q.  Wayland, 

CWc/,  Conservation  Division. 

(FR  Doc.74-^159  FUed  13-2-T4;8:4fi  am] 


[OCS  Order  7] 

GULF  OF  MEXICO  AREA 

Pollution  and  Waste  Disposal;  Proposed 
Revision 

OCS  Order  No.  7,  “Pollution  and  Waste 
Disposal,'*  was  approved  cm  August  28, 
1969.  'Diere  have  been  significant 
changes  In  water  pollution  technology, 
legislation,  and  regulations,  subsequent 
to  the  Order*s  publication.  Provisions  for 
the  disposal  of  sewage  and  formation 
water,  which  would  be  more  appropriate 
in  Order  No.  7,  have  since  been  Included 
in  OCS  Order  No.  8,  “Platforms  and 
Structures.** 

The  Geological  Survey  Intends  to  re¬ 
vise  OCS  Order  No.  7  to  refiect  develop¬ 
ments  In  pollution  control,  and  to  In¬ 
clude  all  waste  disposal  standards  which 
are  presently  In  OCS  Order  No.  8.  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  sulmiit  written 
comments  and  suggestlcms  to  the  Chief. 
Conservation  Division,  n.S.  Geological 
Survey,  National  Center,  Mall  Stop  600, 
12201  Sunrise  Valley  Drive,  Rest<m. 
Virginia  22092,  on  or  before  January  2, 
1975. 

HENRT  W.  COULTEIl, 

Acting  Director, 

(FR  D00.74-281S8  FUed  12-8-7^8:46  Maf 
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National  Park  Service 

NATIONM.  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC 
PLACES 

Additions,  Deletions,  and  Corrections 

By  notice  In  the  Federal  Regxstsr  of 
February  19.  1974,  Part  n,  there  was 
published  a  list  of  the  properties  In¬ 
cluded  in  the  National  Register  of  His¬ 
toric  Places.  This  list  has  been  amended 
by  a  notice  in  the  Federal  REmsna  of 
March  5  <pp.  8357-9362),  April  2  (pp. 
12042-12046).  May  7  <pp.  16173-16177), 
June  4  (pp.  19791-19796),  July  2  (pp. 
24383-24388).  August  6  (pp.  28295- 
28301),  September  3  (pp.  31930-31936), 
October  1  (pp.  35396-35402),  and  No¬ 
vember  5  (pp.  39069-39074).  Further 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  certain 
amendments  or  revisions  in  the  nature 
of  additions,  deletions,  or  correctlcms  to 
the  previously  published  list  are  adopted 
as  set  out  below. 

It  is  the  responsiMllty  of  all  Federal 
agencies  to  take  cognizance  oi  the  prc^)- 
erties  included  in  the  National  Register 
as  her^  amended  and  revised  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  106  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966, 
80  Stat.  915. 16  nH.C.  470. 

The  f<dlowlng  properties  have  been 
added  to  the  National  Register  since 
November  5. 1974: 

Alabama 

Autauga  County 

Prattville  vicinity,  Whittaker,  Jack,  House, 
8  of  PrattvlUe  off  AL  14  (10-95-74). 

Lawrence  County 

Town  Creek  vicinity,  Goode-Hall  House,  N  of 
Town  Creek  off  AL 101  (10-1-74) . 

Madison  County 

Huntsville,  Clemens  House,  Clinton  Avenue 
at  Ckuroh  Street  (10-16-74) . 

Huntsville,  Eplseo^  Church  of  the  Natttf- 
ity,  212  Eustls  Street  ( 10-9-74) . 

HuntsvlUe,  First  National  Bank,  West  Bide 
Square  (10-26-74). 

Mobile  County 

Stockton  vicinity.  Seaboard  Bluff  {Manna 
Hubba  Bluff),  HW  of  Stockton  (10-1-74). 

Shelby  County 

Oolumbtana,  Columbiana  City  Hall,  Main 
Street  (10-29-74). 

Alaska 

Northwestern  District 

Teller,  Norge  Storage  Site,  Orantley  Harbor 
(10-9-74). 

Southcentral  District 

Palmer  vicinity.  Independence  Mines,  W  of 
Palmer  (10-0-74). 

Port  Orabam  vkdnlty,  Selenie  Lagoon  Arthae- 
ologieal  Site,  NW  of  Port  Graham 
(10-16-74). 

Arizona 

Graham  County 

Bafford  vicinity,  Kearny  Campsite  and  Trail, 
NX  of  Bafford  off  UJ3.  666  (10-0-74). 

Maricopa  County 

Phoenix,  Arizona  State  Capitol  Building, 
1700  W.  'Washington  (10-29-74). 


Aikantas 

Olay  County 

St  mnflla  vMnlty,  Chalk  Btiif .  H  of  81, 
Raaela  (10-99-74). 

Conway  County 

Morrntan.  Goes  House.  Brldga  Street  (30-99- 
74). 

Morriltan,  Meoee  Souse,  711  Green  Street 
(10-99-74). 

Ouachita  County 

Camden,  Orehatn-OaniJhan-Betts  House,  710 
Washington  Street  (10-16-74). 

PhilUps  County 

Htiena,  Aimer  Store,  894  Columbia  Street 
(10-18-74). 

Helena,  Bsteoan  Hall,  658  8.  Blaeoe  Street 
10-12^74) . 

H^ena,  Short-Bieri  House,  409  Blsooe  Street 
(10-18-74). 

Califomia 

Los  Angeles  County 

San  Pedro,  Battery  Osgood-Fartey,  Port  3fae- 
Arthur  Upper  Beeervatton  (10-18-74) . 

Santa  Clara  County 

Gatos,  McCuUagh-Jones  Bouse,  1800 
Overlook  Road  (10-29-74). 

Colorado 

Douglas  County 

Castle  Rock,  Castle  Xocfe  Depot,  420  Elbsrt 
Street  (10-11-74). 

Sedatta  victnlty,  Xiitner,  John,  Bouse,  8694 
Perry  Park  Road  (10-11-74). 

Jefferson  County 

Pine  and  South  Platte,  North  Fork  Historte 
District,  both  sMee  of  South  Platte  Blver 
from  Pme  to  South  Platte  (10-4)-74). 

Connecticut 

New  Haven  County 

Guilford  vicinity,  Leete,  Peletiah  House,  8W 
of  Guilford  off  CT  146  (10-10-1-74). 

DMrict  of  Columbia 

Washington 

Massa^usetts  Avenue  Historic  Distriet,  both 
aldsa  of  Maasachusetts  Avenue  between 
17th  Street  and  ObservaVsy  Circle  NW 
(10-32-74). 

Florida 

Pinellas  County 

Tarpon  Springs,  Safford  House,  Parken  Place 
(10-16-74). 

St.  Johns  County 

St.  Augustine,  O’Reilly  House,  181  A'vUes 
Street  (10-18-74). 

Geoig;ia 

Laurens  County 

Dublin  vlclnty.  Fish  Trap  Cut,  SE  of  DuMin 
off  GA19  (10-1-74). 

McDuffie  County 

Thomson.  Vsry  House.  211  Mllledge  Street 
(10-1-74). 

Morgan  County 

Madison,  Madison  Historic  District,  roughly 
bounded  on  both  sides  by  UH.  441/129/278 
at  OA  (10-29-74). 

Putnam  County 

Katonton  vicinity,  Singleton  House,  SW  of 
Xatonton  off  GA  16  (10-1-74). 


Quam 

Agat,  TaOayag  Spanish  Bridge,  W  of  Route 
2  (10-10-74). 

Xhnateo  vldnl^.  Tort  Nuestra  Senora  de  la 
Sotedad,  S  of  Uznatac  off  Route  40  (10- 
19-74). 

Hawan 

Bonohitu  County 

RAneOha  vldnity.  Kualoa  Ahupua’a  Histor¬ 
ical  District,  Kamehameha  Hlshwav  (10- 
16-74). 

Idaho 

Minidoka  County 

Minidoka  vldnlty,  Minidoka  Dam  and  Power 
Plant,  8  of  Minidoka  (10-39-74). 


Du  Page  County 

Gleu  Ellyn,  Stacy  Tavern,  Geneva  Road  and 
Main  Street  (10-29-74). 

Pulaski  County 

Moimd  City,  Mound  City  Civtt  War  Naval 
Hospital,  Commercial  Avenue  st  Central 
Street  (10-9-74). 

Whiteside  County 

Albany  vicinity,  Albany  Mounds  Stte,  SW  of 
Albany  off  IL  80  (10-9-74) . 

Indiana 

Knox  County 

Vl&eeiUMS.  Old  State  Bank,  North  3nd  Street 
(10-9-74). 

Marlon  County 

Indianapolis,  Indiana  State  Museum,  202 
Alabama  Street  (10-29-74). 

Parke  County 

Marshall.  Lusk  Home  and  Min  Site,  Tur¬ 
key  Run  State  Park  (10-29-74). 

kmn 

Lyon  County 

Bo^  Rapids  vicinity.  Melon  Bridge,  X  of 
Rock  Rapids  tn  Emma  Sater  Park  (10-18- 
■M). 

Museatfne  County 

MuseaUne,  Trinity  Episcopal  Church,  411  X. 
Second  Street  (10-39-74). 

Kansas 

Douglas  County 

Iiawrence,  Zimmerman,  S.  T.,  House,  804 
Indiana  (9-6-74). 

Kantucky 

Carter  County 

Grahn  vtetnlty.  Sellers  House  and  Laboratory 
BuUding,  8  of  Grahn  (10-16-74). 

Fulton  County 

PaltaQ,  Vendome  Opera  House,  mmI 

Commercial  streeta  (10-16-74). 

Johnson  County 

Paintsville  vldnlty,  Davis,  Daniel,  Home,  NW 
of  Paintsvme  on  UJ3. 460  (l(M>-74). 

Louisiana 

Lincoln  Parish 

Buston,  Federal*  Building,  Vienna  aiMl 
Mlsstaslppl  streeta  (10-0-74). 

Maine 

FrankUn  County 

North  Jay.  North  Jay  Orange  Store,  MB  XT 
(10-23-74). 
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Oxford  County 

Rximford,  Strathglass  Park  DUtrict,  bounded 
by  lilncoln  Avenue,  Hancock  Street,  Maine 
Avenue  and  York  Street  (lO-lS-74) . 

Maryland 

Anne  Arundel  County 

Oambrllls,  Hammond  Manor  House  (V.S. 
NavtU  Academy  Dairy  Farm),  n.S.  Naval 
Academy  Dairy  off  MD  175  (10-15-74) . 

Calvert  County 

Johnstown  vicinity,  Preston-on-the-Patux- 
ent,  N  ol  J<Anstown  off  Sellers  ItOll  Boad 
(10-9-74). 

Howard  County 

Marriottsville  vicinity,  Waverly,  S  of  Mar- 
riottsville  off  U.S.  40  (10-18-74) . 

Massachusetts 

gssex  County 

Beverly,  Hale,  Rev.  John,  House,  39  Hale 
Street  (10-9-74). 

Middlesex  County 

AillngtMi,  Russell,  Jason,  House,  7  Jason 
Street  (10-9-74). 

Woburn,  1790  House,  827  Main  Street  (10-9- 
74). 

Norfolk  County 

Mills,  Partridge,  John,  House,  316  Exchange 
Street  (10-16-74). 

Plymouth  County 

Plymouth,  Howland,  Jahez,  House,  33  Sand¬ 
wich  Street  (10-9-74). 

Plymouth,  Sparrow,  Richard,  House,  42  Sum¬ 
mer  Street  (10-9-74). 

Michigan 

Isabelle  County 

Mt.  Pleasant,  Doughty  House,  301  Chippewa 
(10-29-74). 

Minnesota 

Cook  County 

Grand  Marais  vicinity.  Height  of  Land,  NW 
of  Grand  Marais  in  Superior  National 
Forest  (10-18-74). 

Hennepin  County 

Minneapolis,  Purcell,  William  Gray,  House, 
2328  Lake  Place  (10-29-74) . 

Winona  County 

Winona,  Merchants  National  Bank,  102  E. 
3rd  Street  (10-18-74) . 

Mississippi 

Adams  County 

Natchez,  Baynton,  John,  House,  821  Main 
Street  (10-16-74) . 

Sharkey  County 

Bolling  Pork  vicinity.  Rolling  Fork  Mounds, 
SW  of  Bolling  Pork  off  V.S.  61  (10-18-74). 

Missouri 

Biuihanan  County 

St.  Joseph,  Maple  Orove  (Joseph  Davis 
House).  2100  N.  11th  Street  (10-16-^74). 

Jegerson  County  ' 

B'rmes  Mill  vicinity,  Boemler  Archaeological 
DUtrict,  NW  of  Byrnes  Mill  (10-1-74) . 

Hovise  Springs  vicinity,  Moder  Archaeological 
District,  NW  of  Hoxise  linings  off  MO  30 
(10-16-74). 

Times  Be€u:h  vicinity,  Beaumont-Tyson 
Quarry  DUtrict,  E  of  Times  Beach  on  MO 
44  (10-10-74)  (also  in  St.  Louts  County), 
Times  Becujh  vicinity,  Boland  Archaeological 
DUtrict,  S  at  Times  Beach  ( 10-1-74) . 


St.  Louis  (independent  city) 

Quinn  Chapel  AMS.  Church,  227  Bowen 
Street  (10-16-74). 

St.  Louis  County 

Beaumont-Tyson  Quarry  DUtrict  (see  Jef¬ 
ferson  County) , 

Nebraska 

Frontier  County 

Stockvllle  vicinity.  Red  Smoke  Archeological 
Site,  SE  of  StockviUe  (10-1-74) . 

Holt  County 

O’Neill  vldnlty.  Eagle  Creek  Archeological 
Site,  NW  ot  O’NeiU  (10-1-74) . 

MadUon  County 

Norfolk,  1/.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse,  125 
S.  Fourth  Street  (10-9-74) . 

Nance  County 

Belgrade  vicinity.  Cottonwood  Creek  Archeo¬ 
logical  Site,  SW  of  Belgrade  (10-18-74) . 

New  Jersey 

Burlington  County 

Atsion,  Atsion  Village,  UJ3.  206  (10-22-74). 
Mercer  County 

Hc^ewell  vldnlty.  Stout,  Joseph,  House. 
Province  Line  Boad  ( 10-29-74) . 

Monmouth  County 

Middletown,  Seabrook-Wilson  House,  119  Port 
Monmouth  Boad  (10-29-74). 

New  York 

Chautauqua  County 

Ashville,  Smith  Bly  House,  4  N.  Maple  Street 
(10-1-74). 

Cortland  County 

Cortland,  Cortland  County  Courthouse, 
Courthoiise  Park  (10-9-74). 

Erie  County 

Buffalo,  Pierce-Arrow  Factory  Complex,  Elm¬ 
wood  and  Great  Arrow  avenues  (10-1-74). 

Herkimer  County 

Cold  Brook,  Cold  Brook  Feed  Mill,  NT  8 
(10-9-74), 

Kings  County 

Brooklyn,  Federal  Building  and  Post  Office, 
271  Cadman  Plaza,  Bast  (10-9-74). 

New  York  County 

New  York,  Judson  Memorial  Church,  Cam¬ 
panile  and  Judson  Hall,  Washington  Square 
South  at  Thompson  Street  (10-16-74). 

Niagara  County 

Niagara  Falls,  Shredded  Wheat  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  430  Buffalo  Avenue  (10-18-74). 

St.  Lawrence  County 

Ogdensburg,  US.  Customshouse,  127  N.  Water 
Street  (10-9-74). 

North  Carolina 

Chatham  County 

Durham  vicinity.  Mason,  John  A.,  House,  SW 
of  Durham  off  NC  761  (10-23-74) . 

Chowan  County 

Edenton  vldnlty,  Shelton  Plantation  House, 
off  NC  32  (10-29-74). 

Dare  County 

Cape  Hatteraa  vicinity,  VSS.  Monitor,  S  of 
Cape  Hatteras  in  Atlantic  Ocean  (10-11- 
74). 

Edgecombe  County 

Tarboro  vicinity,  Wilkinson-Doeier  House,  SE 
of  Tarboro  (10-23-74) . 


OranviUe  County 

Stovall  vicinity.  Hill  Airy,  8  of  Stovall  (10- 
29-74). 

Guilford  County 

Jamestown  vicinity,  Gardner  House,  E  of 
Jamestown  (10-15-74). 

Iredell  County 

Mount  Moume,  Mount  Moume,  off  NC  115 
(10-29-74). 

Person  County 

Cunningham  vicinity,  Waverly  Plantation,  S 
of  U.S.  68  (10-9-74). 

Stokes  County 

Danbury  vicinity,  Moore,  Matthew,  House,  W 
of  Danbury  (10-29-74). 

Wake  County 

Creedmoor  vicinity,  Wakefields  (Home  Acres) , 
SE  of  Creedmoor  off  US.  16A  (10-16-74). 
Wake  Forest  vldnlty,  Powell  House,  SW  of 
Wake  Forest  off  US.  1  (10-16-74). 

Warren  County 

Warrenton  vicinity,  Tusculum,  SE  of  War- 
renton  (10-23-74). 

Wayne  County 

Mt.  Olive  vicinity,  Vernon,  NW  of  Mt.  Olive 
off  NC  65  (10-9-74) . 

Ohio 

Carroll  County 

Carrollton,  Carroll  County  Courthouse, 
Courthouse  Square  (10-22-74). 

Clark  County 

Springfield,  Arcade  Hotel,  Fountain  Avenue 
and  High  Street  (10-16-74) , 

Springfield,  East  High  Street  District, 
roughly  bounded  by  E.  High,  S.  Sycamore, 
and  Walnut  Streets  (10-9-74) . 

Clermont  County 

Milford  vicinity,  Gatch  Site,  S  of  Milford 
(10-16-74). 

Neville  vldnlty,  Ferris  Site.  N  of  Neville  off 
U.S.62  (10-29-74). 

Coshocton  County 

Coshocton,  Jbhnson-Humrickhouse  House, 
302  S.  Third  Street  (10-9-74). 

Crawford  County 

Bucyrus,  Scroggs  House,  202  S.  Walnut 
Street  (10-9-74). 

Cuyahoga  County 

Berea,  Whitney,  George  W.,  House,  330  S. 

Bocky  Btver  Drive  (10-22-74) . 

Chagrin  Falls,  Chagrin  Falls  West  Side  Dis¬ 
trict,  bounded  by  West  Washington, 
Church,  Maple  and  Franklin  Streets  (10- 
9-74). 

Cleveland,  North  Presbyterian  Church,  4001 
Superior  Avenue  (10-29-74). 

Cleveland,  Ohio  City  Preservation  District. 
bounded  by  W.  26th,  Clinton.  W.  38th, 
and  Carroll  Streets  (10-9-74) . 

Shaker  Heights,  Warren,  Moses,  House,  3535 
Ingleslde  Boad  (10-22-74) . 

South  Euclid,  Telling,  William  E.,  House, 
4646  Mayfield  Road  (10-16-74). 

Erie  County 

Milan,  Jenkins-Perry  House,  37  W.  Front 
Street  (10-20-74). 

Sandusky,  Mad  River  Block,  1002-1018  W. 
Adams  ( 10-16-74) . 

FrankUn  County 

Columbus  vicinity,  Horfman  Stock  Farm 
Historic  District,  S  of  Columbus  on  UH. 
23  (10-9-74).  • 
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Geauga  County 

East  Claridon,  Hathaway,  Lot,  House,  12236 
Old  State  Road  ( 10-16-74) . 

Hamilton  County 

Maiiemont,  Mariemont  Embankment  and 
Village  Site,  Mariemont  Avenue  and  Miami 
Bluft  Road  (10-16-74) . 

Newton  vicinity,  Hahn  Field  Archaeological 
District,  oB  OH  32  (10-29-74) . 

Holmes  County 

Mlllersburg,  Brightman  House,  Wooster 
Road  and  Walnut  (10-29-74) . 

Lake  County 

Madison,  Kimball,  Lemuel  (II),  House,  467 
W.  Main  Street  (10-16-74) . 

MentOT  vicinity,  Sawyer-Wayside  House,  9470 
Mentor  Avenue  (10-29-74) . 

*  Logan  County 

Bussells  Point  vicinity,  iMke  Ridge  Island 
Mounds,  NE  of  Bussells  Point,  on  OH  368 
(10-16-74). 

Lorain  County 

Elyria,  Monteith  Hall,  218  East  Avenue  (10- 
9-74) . 

Mahoning  County 

Canfield  vicinity,  Neff,  Conrad,  House,  3967 
Canfield -Boardman  Road  (10-9-74). 

Youngstown,  Butler  Institute  of  American 
Art,  524  Wick  Avenue  ( 10-29-74) . 

Youngstown,  Rayen  School,  222  Wick  Avenue 
(10-22-74). 

Montgomery  County 

Dayton,  Ohmer,  Nicholas,  House,  1350 
Creighton  (10-16-74). 

Pickaway  County 

Clrcleville  vicinity,  Luthor  List  Mound,  SE 
of  Clrcleville  off  Clrcleville -Kingston  Road 
(10-16-74). 

Pike  County 

Wakefield  vicinity,  Scioto  Township  Works  I, 
NW  of  Wakefield  off  U.S.  23  (10-9-74). 

Portage  County 

Mantua  Center,  Mantua  Center  District, 
roughly  bounded  by  OH  82  and  Mantua 
Center  Road  (10-9-74) . 

Sandusky  County 

Biu-goon  vicinity,  Mull  Covered  Bridge,  E  of 
Burgoon  between  OH  12  and  63  (10-15- 
74). 

Summit  County 

Akron,  Summit  County  Courthouse  and  An¬ 
nex.  209  S.  High  Street  (10-16-74). 

Barberton,  Barber,  O.C.,  Colt  Bam,  Austin 
Drive  (10-9-74). 

Barberton,  Barber,  O.C.,  Machine  Barn,  Aus¬ 
tin  Drive  (10-9-74). 

Trumbull  County 

Newton  Falls,  Newton  Falls  Covered  Bridge, 
off  OH  534  (10-16-74). 

Oregon 

Hood  River  County 

Mt.  Hood,  Cloud  Cap  Inn,  NE  flank  of  Mt. 
Hood  in  Mt,  Hood  National  Forest  (10-18- 
74), 

Multnomah  County 

Portland,  Bishop’s  House,  219-223  SW  Stark 
Street  (10-18-74). 

Portland,  First  National  Bank  (Oregon  Pio¬ 
neer  Savings  Landmark  Building),  401  SW 
6th  Avenue  (10-16-74). 


Pennsylvania 

Adams  County 

Gettysburg,  Adams  County  Courthouse,  Bal¬ 
timore  and  W.  Middle  streets  (10-1-74). 

Allegheny  County 

Plttsbiu^h,  Gardner-Bailey  House,  124  W. 

Swissvale  Avenue  (10-1-74). 

Pittsburgh,  St.  John  Baptist  Ukranian  Cath¬ 
olic  Church,  109  S.  Carson  Street  (10-29- 
74). 

Bucks  County 

(also  in  Northampton  County) 

Easton  and  Bristol,  Delaware  Division  of 
the  Pennsylvania  Canal,  parallels  west 
bank  of  the  Delaware  River  from  Easton 
to  Bristol  (10-29-74). 

Indiana  County 

Indiana,  Old  Indiana  County  Courthouse, 
601  Philadelphia  Street  (10-29-74). 

Lebanon  County 

Lebanon  vicinity.  Union  Canal  Tunnel,  W  of 
Lebanon  off  PA  72  (10-1-74) . 

Montgomery  County 

Pottstown,  Pottstovm  Roller  Mill,  South  and 
Hanover  streets  ( 10-10-74) . 

Northampton  County 

Delaware  Division  of  the  Pennsylvania  Canal 
(see  Bucks  County) . 

Philadelphia  County 

Philadelphia,  Girard  College  Complex, 
bounded  by  Poplar  Street,  Girard,  West 
Cktllege,  South  College,  and  Ridge  avenues 
(10-29-74). 

Philadelphia,  Knowlton  (Rhawn  House), 
8001  VerreeRoad  (10-1-74). 

Washington  County 

Claysvllle,  Montgomery  House,  West  Main 
Street  (10-25-74). 

Frederlcktown  vicinity,  Regester  Log  House, 
N  of  Frederlcktown  off  PA  88  (10-16-74). 

South  Carolina 

Abbeville  County 

Due  West.  Young  Place,  SC  185  (10-9-74) . 
Charleston  County 

Charleston,  Stiles-Hinson-Thompson  House, 
940  Paul  Revere  Drive  (10-9-74) . 

Charleston,  UK.  Customhouse,  200  E.  Bay 
Street  (10-9-74) . 

Rockville  vicinity,  Seabrook,  John,  Planta¬ 
tion  Bridge,  NW  of  Rockville  off  SC  700 
(10-9-74). 

Florence  County 

Florence  vicinity,  Harwell,  James,  House,  NE 
of  Florence  off  SC  306  (10-9-74) . 

Greenville  County 

Greenville,  Beattie,  Fountain  Fox,  House,  1 
Beattie  Place  (10-9-74) . 

Richland  County 

Columbia,  Town  Theatre,  1012  Sumter  Street 
(10-9-74). 

Spartanburg  County 

Lyman  vicinity,  McMckin’s  Tavern,  NW  of 
Lyman  off  SC  368  ( 10-9-74) , 

Moore  vicinity,  Fredonia,  E  of  Moore  off  UB, 
221  (10-9-74). 


South  Dakota 

Pennington  County 

Rapid  CliY,  Rapid  City  Historic  Commercial 
District,  boimded  by  both  sides  of  Main, 
St.  Joe^A,  7th,  and  6th  streets  (10-1-74). 


Tennessee 

Davidson  County 

Nashville,  Hume-Fogg  High  School,  700  Broad 
Street  (10-16-74). 

Nashville,  Sunnyside,  3000  Granny  White 
Pike  (10-1-74). 

Dickson  County 

Dickson  vicinity,  Ruskin  (Ruskin  Colony 
Grounds),  NW  of  Dickson  on  Yellow  Creek 
Road  (10-29-74). 

.  Knox  County 

Knoxville,  Dulin  H.  L.,  House,  3100  King¬ 
ston  Pike  (10-15-74). 

Monroe  County 

Madlsonvllle,  Cook-Kcfauver  House,  Kefauver 
Lane  (10-9-74). 

Wilson  County 

Mount  Juliet  vicinity,  Cloyd,  John,  House, 
NW  of  Mount  Juliet  on  UB.  70  (10-1-74). 

Texas 

Culberson  County 

Guadalupe  Mountain  National  Park, 
Pinery  Station,  off  UB.  62/180  (10-9-74). 

De  Witt  County  (also  in  Gonzales  County) 

Cuero  and  Gonzales,  Cuero  I  Archeological 
District,  4  miles  N  of  Cuero,  upstream  to 
Gonzales  (10-9-74). 

Gonzales  County 

Cuero  I  Archeological  District  (see  De  Witt 
County). 

Kleberg  County 

Corpus  Christ!  vicinity,  Dunn  Ranch,  Novillo 
Line  Camp,  S  ot  Corpus  Christ!  in  Padre 
Island  National  Seashore  (10-1-74). 

Travis  County 

Austin  vicinity,  McKinney  Homestead,  SW  of 
Austin  between  TX  71  and  UB.  183  (10-16- 
74). 

Austin  vicinity.  Smith  Rockshelter,  SE  of 
Austin  (10-1-74). 

Val  Verde  County 

Del  Rio,  Son  Felipe  Creek  Archeological  Dis¬ 
trict,  NE  of  Del  Rio  (10-16-74). 

Utah 

Salt  Lake  County 

Salt  Lake  City,  Old  Pioneer  Fort  Site,  4th 
South  and  2nd  West  streets  (10-16-74). 

Vermont 

Lamoille  County 

Cambridge  Junction,  Poland  Covered  Bridge, 
between  VT  109  and  16  (10-9-74). 

Johnson,  Power  House  Covered  Bridge,  off  VT 
.  100  (10-9-74). 

Morristown  vicinity.  Red  Covered  Bridge,  SW 
of  Morristown  (10-16-74). 

Waterville  vicinity,  Montgomery  Covered 
Bridge,  NE  of  WatervUle  (10-18-74). 
Washington  County 

East  Montpelier  vicinity.  Cobum  Covered 
Bridge,  NE  of  East  Montpelier  between  VT 
14  and  U.S.  2  (10-9-74). 

Northfleld  Palls,  Lower  Cox  Brook  Covered 
Bridge,  off  VT  12  (10-16-74). 

Plainfield  vicinity,  Martin  Covered  Bridge,  NE 
of  Plainfield  (10-9-74). 

Virgin  Islands 

St.  Croix  Island 

Christlansted,  Danish  West  India  and  Guinea 
Company  Warehouse,  Ohim;h  and  Com¬ 
pany  streets  (10-9-74). 
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THE  FOLLOWING  ARE  CORRECTIONS 
FOR  PROPERTIES  PREVIOUSLY  USTEO 
IN  THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER 


Virginia 

Bedford  County 

Lynchburg  vicinity.  Hope  Dawn,  NW  of 
Lynchburg  off  VA  761  (10-9-74). 

Cumberland  County 

CartersviUe  vldnlty.  Muddy  Creek  Mill,  B  of 
CartersvUlo  off  VA  684  (10-0-74). 

Halifax  County 

Ingram  vicinity,  Carter’s  Tavern,  SE  of  In¬ 
gram  (10-11-74). 

Henrico  County 

Richmond  vicinity,  Tree  Hill,  VA  5  (10-17- 
74). 

Isle  of  Wight  County 

Smlthfleld  vicinity,  Wolftrap  Farm,  NW  of 
Smlthfleld  off  VA  627  (10-16-74). 

Loudoun  County 

Atoka  vicinity.  Goose  Creek  Stone  Bridge,  NW 
of  Atoka  off  U.S.  60  (10-9-74) . 

Salem  {independent  city) 

Salem  Presbyterian  Church,  E.  Main  and 
Market  streets  (10-16-74). 

Westmoreland  County 

Hague  vicinity,  Jones,  Morgan,  1677  Pottery 
Kiln,  NW  of  Hague  (10-16-74) . 

Washington 

Chelan  County 

North  Cascades  National  Park,  Black  Warrior 
Mine,  Okanogan  National  Forest  (10-15- 
74). 

King  County 

Auburn  vicinity,  Neely,  Aaron  Sr.,  Mansion, 
E  of  Auburn  off  WA  18  (10-16-74) , 

Seattle,  Paramount  Theatre,  901  Pine  Street 
(10-8-74) . 

Kittitas  County 

Liberty,  Liberty  Historic  District,  both  sides 
of  Williams  Creek  Wagon  Road  (10-15-74). 

Pierce  County 

Dupont  vicinity.  Fort  Nisqually  Site,  NW  of 
Dupont  off  1 6  ( 10-16-74) . 

Snohomish  County 

Rnnhf>miRh,  SnOhomish  Historic  District, 
roughly  bounded  by  Ave.  E,  Fifth  Street, 
Union  Avenue,  Northern  Pacific  RR  and 
Snohomish  River  (10-22-74). 

Whatcom  County 

Ferndale,  Hovander  Homestead,  6299  Nellson 
Road  (10-16-74). 


Henrico  County 

Richmond  vicinity,  James  River  and  Kana¬ 
wha  Canal  Connection  Locks,  south  of 
Cary  between  9th  and  Virginia  streets.' 

Lexington  {independent  city) 

Lexington  Historic  District,  bounded  on 
north  and  west  by  southwestern  tributary 
of  Maury  River  and  the  Chesapeake  A  Ohio 
Railroad;  and  on  the  south  by  Edmondson 
Avenue,  extending  800  feet  east  of  Ran¬ 
dolph  Street  (7-26-72) . 

Richmond  {independent  city) 

Barret  House,  16  South  5th  Street  (2-23-72). 

Salem  {independent  city) 

Evans  House,  213  Broad  Street  (6-19-72). 
Roanoke  College,  Main  Campus  Complex  (3- 
7-73). 

Williams-Brown  House-Store,  523  E.  Main 
Street  (11-23-71). 

THE  FOLLOWING  PROPERTIES  HAVE  BEEN 
DEMOLISHED  AND  REMOVED  FROM 
THE  NATIONAL  REGISTER 

Indiana 

Marshall  County 

Plymouth.  Marshall  County  Jail,  601  N.  Cen¬ 
ter  Street. 

South  Carolina 

Charleston  County 

Charleston,  Shaw  Community  Center,  22 
Mary  StrMt. 

THE  FOLLOWING  PROPERTIES  HAVE  BEEN 
REMOVED  FROM  THE  NATIONAL  REG¬ 
ISTER 

Indiana 

Union  County 

Brownsville,  Brownsville  Covered  Bridge, 
spans  east  fork  of  Whitewater  River  off  IN 
44. 

Massachusatts 

Middlesex  County 

Woburn,  Baldwin,  Loammi,  Mansion,  12  Elm 
Street. 

Ohio 

Highland  County 

Rainsboro  vicinity.  Plum  Run  Mound,  NE  of 
Ralnsboro. 

Historic  properties  which  are  either 
(1)  eligible  for  nomination  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Register  of  Historic  Places  or  (2) 
nominated  but  not  yet  listed  are  en¬ 
titled  to  protection  under  Executive  Or¬ 
der  11593.  Before  an  agency  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  may  undertake  any 
project  which  may  have  an  effect  on  such 
a  property,  the  Advisory  Council  on  His¬ 
toric  Preservation  shall  be  given  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  comment  on  the  proposal 
Authorization  for  such  comment  are  in 
section  1(3)  and  section  2<b>  of  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11593. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  following  properties 
may  be  eligible  for  Inclusion  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Register  of  Historic  Places  and 
are  therefore  entitled  to  protecUmi  un¬ 
der  section  1(3)  and  section  2(b)  of 
Executive  Order  11593  and  other  appli¬ 
cable  Federal  legislation.  All  determina¬ 
tions  of  eligibility  are  made  under  the 


CalHomia 

Santa  Barbara  County 

Santa  Barbara,  •Gonzalez,  Rafael,  House 
{Vhay  House),  835  Laguna  Street. 

Kentucky 

EstiU  County 

Fitchburg,  Red  River  Iron  Furnace,  KY  976 
In  Daniel  Boone  National  Ftaest  (5-17-74) . 

Maryland 

Charles  County 

Waldorf  vicinity.  St.  Catharine  {Dr.  Samuel 
A.  Mudd  House),  E  of  Waldorf  near  Jet.  of 
MD  232  and  382  (10-1-74) . 

New  York 

Albany  County 

Albany,  Whipple  Cast  and  Wrought  Iron 
Bowstring  Truss  Bridge,  1000  Delaware 
Avenue  (3-18-71). 

North  Carolina 

Durham  County 

Bahama  vicinity.  Hardscrabble,  on  S.R.  1002, 
W  of  Jimction  with  SH.  1003  (1-20-72). 

Oklahoma 

Ellis  County 

Arnett  vicinity.  Grand  Town  Site,  S  of  Ar¬ 
nett  (6-5-72). 

Penitsyfvania 

Cumberland  County 

Carlisle,  Hessian  Powder  Magazine,  Ouard- 
house  and  Garrison  Lanes  (5-17-74). 

South  Carolina 

Abbeville  County 

Abbeville,  Burt  {Stark)  House,  306  N.  Main 
Street  (4-3-70). 

Anderson  County 

Anderson,  Caldtoell-Johnson-Morris  House, 
220  E.  Morris  Street  (10-7-71), 

Calhoun  County 

St.  Matthews  vicinity.  Prehistoric  Indian  Vil- 
liage,  N  of  St.  Matthews  (7-30-74). 

Kershaw  County 

Camden,  Historic  Camden  Revolutionary 
War  Restoration,  southern  area  of  the  city, 
Dekalb  Township  (7-29-69). 

McCormick  County 

Parksville  vicinity.  Price’s  Grist  Mill,  E  of 
Parksville  on  Steven’s  Creek  (11-22-72). 

Pickens  County 

Pickens  vicinity,  Hagood  Mill,  3.6  miles  NW 
of  Pickens  on  UJ3.  178  (12-11-72). 

Virginia 

Emporia  {independent  city) 

Klugel,  H.  T.,  Architectural  Sheet  Metal  Work 
Budding,  135  E.  Atlantic  Street  (4-2-73). 

Fairfax  {independent  city) 

Earp’s  Ordinary  {Ratcliffe-Logan-Allison 
House),  200  E.  Main  Street  (2-16-73). 


West  Virginia 

Greenbrier  County 

Lewlsburg,  North,  John  A.,  House  {Star  Tav¬ 
ern)  ,  100  Church  Street  ( 10-9-74) . 

White  Sulphur  Springs,  Greenbrier,  oft  VS. 
60  (10-9-74). 

Hardy  County 

Moorefield.  Old  Hardy  County  Courthouse, 
Winchester  Avenue  and  Elm  Street  (10- 
9-74). 

Jefferson  County 

Leetown  vicinity,  Woodbury,  NB  of  Leetown 
(10-8-74). 
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Secretary  of  the  Interior’s  authorities  in 
sections  2(b)  and  3(f)  of.  Executive  Or¬ 
der  11593.  This  list  is  not  complete.  As 
required  by  Executive  Order  11593,  an 
agency  head  shall  refer  any  questionable 
actions  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
for  an  opinion  respecting  the  property’s 
eligibility  for  inclusion  in  the  Naticmal 
Register. 

Alabama 

Dallas  County 

Selma,  Gill  House,  1109  Selma  Avenue. 

Madison  County 

Huntsville,  Lee  House,  Red  Stone  Arsenal. 

Alaska 

Northwestern  District 

Little  Diomede  Island,  lyapana,  John,  House. 

Arizona 

Cochise  County 

Sierra  Vista  vicinity,  Old  Fort  Huachuca, 
west  of  Sierra  Vista. 

Coconino  County 

Grand  Canyon  National  Park,  Old  Post 
Office. 

Grand  Canyon  National  Park,  O’Neill,  Buckey, 
Cabin. 

Grand  Canyon  National  Park,  Ranger’s 
Dormitory. 

Sedona  vicinity,  Mayhew’s  Lodge,  N  of  Se- 
dona  on  U.S.  89A  in  Coconino  National 
Porest. 

Pima  County 

Tucson  vicinity,  Old  Santan,  NW  of  Tucson. 
Yuma  County 

Wlckenburg  vicinity,  Harquahala  Peak  Ob¬ 
servatory,  SW  of  Wlckenburg. 

Yuma,  Southern  Pacific  Depot. 

Arkansas 

Ouachita  County 

Camden,  Old  Post  Office,  Washington  Street. 
California 
Imperial  County 

Glamis  vicinity.  Chocolate  Mountain  Archeo¬ 
logical  District. 

Marin  County 

Point  Reyes,  Point  Reyes  Light  Station. 
Modoc  County 

Alturas  vicinity.  Roil  Spring,  about  30  miles 
north  of  Alturas  in  Modoc  National  Forest. 
Alturas  vicinity,  Yellowjackets  Landing,  NW 
of  Alturas  in  Modoc  National  Forest. 

Canby  vicinity,  Sevenmile  Fiat,  NW  of  Canby 
in  Modoc  National  Forest. 

Monterey  County 

Big  Sur,  Point  Sur  Light  Station. 

King  City  vicinity.  Painted  Cave,  SW  of  King 
City  on  Hunter  Liggett  Military  Reserva¬ 
tion. 

Pacific  Grove,  Point  Pinos  Light  Station. 
Riverside  County 

Blythe  vicinity,  Blythe  Intaglios,  Indian 
Intaglios,  N  of  Blythe  on  U-S.  95. 

San  Luis  Obispo  County 

San  Luis  Obispo,  San  Luis  Obispo  Light  Sta¬ 
tion. 

San  Mateo  County 

Ano  Nuevo  vicinity.  Pigeon  Point  Light  Sta¬ 
tion. 

Hillsborough,  Point  Montara  Light  Station. 


Shasta  County 

Whlskeytown,  Irrigation  System  {165  and 
166),  Whlskeytown  National  Recreation 
Area. 

Sonoma  County 

Dry  Creek-Warm  Springs  Valley  Archeological 
District. 

Santa  Rosa,  Santa  Rosa  Post  Office. 

Colorado 

Denver  County 

Denver,  Eisenhower  Memorial  Chapel,  BuUd- 
Ing  No.  27,  Reeves  Street,  on  Lowry  AFB. 
Denver,  West  Side  Housing  Historic  District, 
bounded  by  W.  Colfax,  W,  13th,  Marl- 
posato,  and  Speer  Streets. 

Eagle  County 

Wolcott,  Wolcott  Stage  Station. 

Jefferson  County 

Littleton  vicinity,  Hildebrand  Ranch,  SW  of 
Littleton. 

Rio  Blanco  County 

Meeker  vicinity,  Thornburgh  Monument,  NE 
of  Meeker  on  Thornbvirgh  Road  0  miles 
from  Junction  CO  13  and  789. 

Rangely  vicinity.  Canon  Pintado,  S  of 
Rangely  on  Highway  139. 

Rangely  vicinity.  Carrot  Men  Pictograph 
Site,  SW  of  Rangely  and  W  of  Rangely 
Dragon  Road. 

Connecticut 

Hartford  County 

Hartford,  Church  of  the  Good  Shepherd  and 
Parish  House,  Intersection  of  Wyllys  Street 
and  Van  Block  Avenue. 

Hartford,  Colt  Factory  Housing,  Huyshope 
Avenue  between  Sequassen  and  Weehas- 
•  set  Streets. 

Hartford,  Colt  Factory  Housing  {Potsdam 
Village),  Curcombe  Street  between  Hen- 
dricxsen  Avenue  and  Locust  Street. 

Hartford,  Colt  Park,  bounded  by  Wethers¬ 
field  Avenue,  Stonington,  Wawarme,  Cur¬ 
combe,  and  Marseek  Streets,  and  by  Huy¬ 
shope  and  Van  Block  Avenues. 

Hartford,  Colt,  Colonel  Samuel,  Armory,  and 
related  factory  buildings.  Van  Dyke 
Avenue. 

Hartford,  Flat-Iron  Building  {Motto  Build¬ 
ing),  intersection  of  Congress  Street  and 
Maple  Avenue. 

Hartford,  Houses  on  both  sides  of  Congress 
Street. 

Hartford,  Houses  on  Charter  Oak  Place. 
Hartford,  Houses  on  Wethersfield  Avenue. 
between  Morris  and  Wyllys  Streets,  par¬ 
ticularly  Nos.  97-81, 65. 

Middlesex  County 

Middletown ,  M  ather-Douglas  •  Santange  lo 

House,  11  South  Main  Street. 

New  Haven  County 

New  Haven,  City  Hall  and  Annex. 

New  Haven,  Post  Office-Courthouse,  Church 
and  Court  Streets. 

New  Haven,  Tannery  Building  and  appended 
office,  202  George  Street. 

New  London  County 

New  London,  Thames  Shipyard,  west  bank 
of  Thames  River  north  of  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Academy. 

Delaware 

New  Castle  County 

Wilmington,  Wilmington  Custom  House, 
King  Street. 


Suffolk  County 

Lewes,  Delaware  Breakwater. 

Lewes,  Harbor  of  Refuge  Breakwater. 

District  of  Columbia 

Auditors’  Building,  201 14th  Street  SW. 

Riggs  Bank,  800  17th  Street  NW. 

Washington  Aqueduct  Georgetown  Reserfoir 
Castle  Gatehouse,  Reservoir  Road  and 
MacArthur  Boulevard  NW. 

Florida 

Hillsborough  County 
Tampa,  Firehouse  No.  10,  Ybor  City. 

.  .  Georgia 

Bryan  County 

Port  Stewart,  Site  of  Old  Fort  Argyle,  NE  of 
Headquarters  via  GA  144,  E  GA  67  North, 

E  to  Ogeechee  River. 

Chatham  County 

Archeological  Site,  north  end  of  Skidway 
Island. 

;  Clay  County 

Archeological  Site  WGC-73,  downstream 
from  Walter  P.  George  Dam. 

Fulton  County 

Port  McPherson,  Forscom  Command  Ser¬ 
geant  Major’s  Quarters  {Bldg.  No.  532) . 

Heard  County 

Philpott  Homesite  and  Cemetery,  on  bluff 
above  Chattahoochee  River  where  Grayson 
Trail  leads  into  river. 

Stewart  County 

Rood  Mounds. 

Sumter  County 

Amerlcus,  Aboriginal  Chert  Quarry,  Souther 
Field. 

Hawaii 

Moanalua  Valley. 

Hawaii  County 

Hawaii  Volcanoes  National  Park,  Mauna  Loa 
Trail. 

Maui  County 

Hana  vicinity,  Kipahulu  Historic  District, 
SW  of  Hana  on  Route  31. 

Idaho 

Ada  County 

Boise,  Ada  Theater.  700  Main  Street. 

Boise,  Alexanders,  826  Main  Street. 

Boise,  Falks  Department  Store,  100  North 
Eighth  Street. 

Boise,  Idaho  Building,  216  North  Eighth 
Street. 

Boise,  Simplot  Building  {Boise  City  National 
Bank),  805  Idaho  Street. 

Boise,  Union  Building,  712 »/,  Idaho  Street. 

Clearwater  County 

Crofino  vicinity.  Canoe  Camp— Site  18,  W 
of  Orofino  on  UB.  12  in  Nez  Perce  Na¬ 
tional  Historical  Park, 

Custer  County 
Chains,  Chains  Bison  Jump. 

Idaho  County 

Kamiah  vicinity,  East  Kamiah — Site  15, 
Southeast  of  Kamiah  on  UB.  12  in  Nea 
Perce  National  Historical  Park. 
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Lemhi  County 

Tendoy,  LeuHs  and  Clark  Trail,  First  Flag 
Unfurling. 

Tendoy,  Lewis  and  Clark  Trail,  Pattee  Creek 
Camp. 

Lewis  County 

Jacques  Spur  Tlclnlty,  St.  Joseph’s  Mission 
iSlickpoo).  S  of  Jacques  Spur  on  Mission 
Creek  off  U^.  95. 

Nez  Perce  County 

Lapwal,  Fort  Lapsoai  Officer's  Quarters, 
Phlnney  Drive  and  C  Street  In  Nez  Perce 
National  Park. 

Lapwal,  Spalding. 

Illinois 

Cook  County 

Chicago,  McCarthy  Building  {Landfield 
Building),  northeast  comer  of  Dearborn 
and  Washington. 

Chicago,  Methodist  Book  Concern  {later  Stop 
and  Shop  Warehouse).  12  West  Washing¬ 
ton. 

Chicago,  Ogden  Building,  ISO  West  Lake 
Street. 

Chicago,  Oliver  Building,  159  North  Dearborn 
Street. 

Chicago.  Springer  Block  (Bay,  State,  and 
Kranz  Buddings),  126-146  North  State. 
Chicago,  Unity  Building,  127  North  Dearborn 
Street. 

De  Kalb  County 

De  Kalb,  Haish  Barbed  Wire  Factory,  comer 
of  Sixth  and  LinccAn  streets. 

Lake  County 

Port  Sheridan,  Water  Tower,  Building  49, 
Leonard  Wood  Avenue. 

Indiana 

Vermillion,  Houses  in  SR  63/32  Project,  junc¬ 
tion  of  SR  32  and  SR  63. 

Monroe  County 
Bloomington,  Carnegie  Library. 

Iowa 

Muscatine  County 

Muscatine,  Clark,  Alexander,  Property,  126- 
123  W.  3rd  and  307, 300  Chesnut. 

Kentucky 

Jefferson  County 

LoulsvUle,  Old  Louisville  Historic  District, 
bounded  on  north  by  Broadway;  on  the 
west  by  Seventh  and  the  Louisville/Nash¬ 
ville  R.R.  tracks;  on  the  east  by  Interstate 
66  and  Brook  Street;  on  the  south  by  East¬ 
ern  Parkway  and  Gaulbert  Avenue. 

Maryland 

Anne  Arundel  County 

Annapolis,  Thomas  Point  Shoals  Light  Sta¬ 
tion,  on  Kent  Island  in  Chesapeake  Bay. 
Chestertown,  Bloody  Point  Bar  Light,  on 
Chesapeake  Bay. 

Skidmore.  Sandy  Point  Shoal  Light,  on  Ches¬ 
apeake  Bay. 

Baltimore  County 

Fort  Howard,  CraighiU  Channel  Upper  Range 
Front  Light,  on  Chesapeake  Bay. 

Sparrows  Point,  CraighiU  Channel  Range 
Front  Light,  on  Chesapeake  Bay, 

Cecil  County 

Perryvllle,  Perry  Point  Mansion  House,  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  Hospital  Grounds. 
Perryvllle,  Perry  Point  Mill,  Veterans  Admin¬ 
istration  Hospital  Grounds. 

Sassafras  Elk  Neck,  Turkey  Point  Light,  at 
Elk  River  and  Chesapeake  Bay. 


Dorchester  County 

Hooper sville.  Hooper  Island  Light,  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay-Middle  Hooper  Island. 

Harford  County 

Havre  De  Grace,  Havre  De  Orace  Light. 

St.  Marys  County 

Plney  Point,  Piney  Point  Light  Station. 

St.  Inlgoes,  St.  Inigoes  Manor  House,  Naval 
Electronic  System  Test  and  Evaluation  De¬ 
tachment. 

St.  Marys  City,  Point  No  Point  Light,  on 
Chesapeake  Bay. 

Talbot  County 

Tllgman  Island,  Sharps  Island  Light,  on 
Chesapeake  Bay. 

,  Minnesota 

Winona  County 

Winona,  Second  Street  Commercial  Block. 

Mtesourf 

Buchanan  County 

St.  Joseph,  Hall  Street  Historic  District, 
bounded  by  4th  Street  on  West,  Robldoux 
on  South,  10th  on  East,  and  Michel,  Corby, 
and  Ridenbough  on  North. 

Clay  County 
Smlthvllle,  Aker  Cemetery. ' 

Dent  County 

Lake  Spring,  Hyer,  John,  House. 

Franklin  County 

Leslie,  Noser’s  Mill  and  adjacent  Miller’s 
House,  Rural  Route  1. 

St.  Louis  (independent  city) 

St.  Louis  Air  Force  Station,  Second  and  Ar¬ 
senal  streets. 

Montana 

Carbon  County 

Barry’s  Landing,  Bad  Pass  Trail  (Sioux 
Trail).  Big  Horn  Canyon  National  Recre¬ 
ation  Area. 

Hardin,  Pretty  Creek  Site  (Hough  Creek 
Site),  Big  Horn  Canyon  National  Recrea¬ 
tion  Area. 

Lewis  and  Clark  County 
Marysville,  Marysville  Historic  District. 

Park  County 

Mammouth,  Chapel  at  Fort  Yellowstone, 
Tellowstone  National  Park. 

Ravalli  County 

Conner  vicinity,  Alta  Ranger  Station,  S  of 
Conner  in  Bitterroot  National  Forest. 

Nevada 

Churchill  County 

Stillwater  Marsh,  NE  of  U.S.  50  and  NV  42. 
Clark  County 

Indian  Springs  vicinity,  Tim  Springs  Petro- 
glyphs,  N  of  Indian  Springs. 

Las  Vegas  vicinity.  Blacksmith  Shop,  Desert 
National  Wildlife  Range. 

Las  Vegas  vicinity.  Com  Creek  Campsite,  N 
of  Las  Vegas. 

Las  Vegas  vicinity,  Mesquite  House,  Desert 
National  WUdlife  Range. 

Las  Vegas  vicinity.  Mormon  Well  Corral,  NE 
of  Las  Vegas. 

Nye  County 

Las  Vegas  vicinity.  Emigrant’s  Trail,  about 
76  miles  northwest  of  Las  Vegas  on  TJ.S. 
96. 


Storey  County  (also  in  Washoe  County) 

Sparks  vicinity,  Derby  Diversion  Dam,  on  the 
Truckee  River  19  miles  east  of  Sparks, 
along  Interstate  80. 

Washoe  County  • 

Derby  Diversion  Dam.  See  Storey  County. 

New  Hampshire 
Grafton  County 
Bedell  Covered  Bridge. 

New  Jersey 

Middlesex  County 

New  Brunswick,  Delaware  and  Raritan  Ca¬ 
nal,  between  Albany  Street  Bridge  and 
Landing  Lane  Bridge. 

Sussex  County  (also  in  Warren  County) 

Old  Mine  Road  Historic  District. 

Warren  County 

Old  Mine  Road  Historic  District.  See  Sussex 
County. 

New  York 

Bronx  County 

New  Tmrk,  North  Brothers  Island  Light  Sta¬ 
tion,  in  center  of  East  River. 

Greene  County 

New  York,  Hudson  City  Light  Station,  in 
center  of  Hudson  River. 

Richmond  County 

New  York,  Romer  Shoal  Light  Station,  lo¬ 
cated  in  lower  bay  area  of  New  York 
Harbor. 

Suffolk  County 

New  York,  Fire  Island  Light  Station,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  Station. 

New  York,  Little  Gull  Island  Lighf  Station, 
off  North  Point  of  Orient  Point,  Long 
Island. 

New  York,  Plum  Island  Light  Station,  off 
Orient  Point,  Long  Island. 

New  York,  Race  Rock  Light  Station,  south  of 
Fishers  Island,  10  miles  north  of  Orient 
Point. 

Ulster  County 

Kingston  vicinity,  Esopus  Meadows  Light 
Station,  middle  of  Hudson  River. 

New  Ymrk,  Rondout  North  Dike  Light,  center 
of  Hudson  River  at  Junction  of  ^ndout 
Creek  and  Hudson  River. 

New  York,  SaugerUes  Light  Station,  Hudson 
River. 

Westchester  County 

Port  Washington  vicinity.  Execution  Rocks 
Light  Station,  lower  southwest  portion  of 
Long  Island  Sound. 

White  Plains,  Westchester  County  Court¬ 
house  Complex,  corner  of  Main  and  Court 
streets. 

North  Carolina 

Brunswick  County 

Southport,  Fort  Johnston,  Moore  Street. 
Cumberland  County 

Fayetteville,  Veterans  Administration  Hos¬ 
pital  Confederate  Breastworks,  23  Ramsey 
Street. 

Dare  County 

Buxton,  Cape  Hatteras  Light,  Cape  Hatteras 
National  Seashore. 

Hyde  County 

Ocracoke,  Ocracoke  Lighthouse. 

New  Hanover  County 

Wilmington,  Market  Street  Mansions  Dis¬ 
trict,  both  sides  of  Market  Street  between 
17th  and  18th  streets. 
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Ohio 

Clermont  County 

Neville  vicinity,  Maynard  House,  2  miles  east 
of  Neville  off  U.8.  62. 

t 

Pickaway  County 

WUllamspOTt  vicinity.  The  Shack  (Daugh¬ 
erty.  Harry,  House) ,  5.5  miles  northwest  of 
Williamsport. 

Seneca  County 

Tiffin,  Old  US.  Post  Office,  216  S.  Washington 
Street. 

Oklahoma 

Comanche  County 

Port  Sill,  Henry  Post  Air  Field,  VS.  Army, 
Post  Road. 

Fort  Sill,  Site  of  Camp  Comanche,  east  range 
on  Cache  Creek. 

Port  Sill  vicinity,  Afedicine  Bluffs,  NW  of 
Port  SUl. 

Haskell  County 

Keota  vicinity.  Otter  Creek  Archeological 
Site,  SW  of  Keota. 

Kay  County 

Newkirk  vicinity,  Bryson  Archeological  Site, 
NE  of  Newkirk. 

Oregon 

Coos  County 

Charleston,  Cape  Arago  Light  Station. 

Curry  County 

Port  Orford,  Cape  Blanco  Light  Station. 

Wolf  Creek,  Rogue  River  Ranch,  Star  Route, 
Box  78. 

Douglas  County 

Winchester  Bay,  Umpqua  River  Lighthouse. 

Josephine  County 
Whisky  Creek  Cabin. 

Klamath  County 

Crater  Lake  National  Park,  Crater  Lake 
Lodge. 

Lake  County 

Silver  Lake,  Picture  Rock  Pass  Petroglyphs 
Site. 

Lane  County 

Roosevelt  Beach,  Heceta  Head  Lighthouse. 
Roosevelt  Beach,  Heceta  Head  Light  Station. 

Lincoln  County 

Agate  Beach,  Yaquina  Head  Lighthouse 


Lockhaven,  Mussina,  Lyons,  House,  23  North 
Jay  Street. 

Lehigh  County 

Dorneyville,  King  George  Inn  and  two  other 
stone  houses.  Intersection  of  Hamilton  and 
Cedar  Orest  Boulevards. 

Mercer  County 

Oreenvllle  vicinity,  Kidd’s  Mills  Historical 
Area  (Shenango  River  Lake),  6  miles  S  of 
Greenville. 

Greenville  vicinity.  New  Hamburg  Historical 
Area,  south  of  Greenville  on  both  banks 
of  the  Shenango  River,  off  PA  58. 

Mercer  vicinity.  Big  Bend  Historical  Area, 
NW  of  Mercer, 

Tennessee 

Henry  County 

Mt.  Zion  Church  and  Cemetery  (United  Bap-  • 
tist  Church) . 

Texas 

Galveston  County 

Galveston,  VS.  Customhouse,  bounded  by 
Avenue  B,  17th,  Water,  and  18th  sts. 

Potter  County 

laHae  Meredith  Recreation  Area,  MoBride 
Ranch  House. 

Utah 

Tobele  County 

Wendover  vicinity,  Wendover  Air  Force  Base, 
S  of  Wendover. 

Vermont 

Franklin  County 

Hlgbgate  Falls,  Lenticular  or  Parabolic  Truss 
Bridge,  over  Misslsquol  River. 

Windsor  County 

Weathersfleld,  Historic  Crown  Point  Road. 
Windsor,  Post  Office  Building. 

Washington 

Clallam  County 

Seglum,  New  Dungeness  Light  Station. 

Clark  County 

Vancouver,  Officers  Row,  Port  Vancouver 
Barracks. 

Grays  Harbor  County 
Westport,  Grays  Harbor  Light  Station. 

King  County 


Wood  County 

Parkersburg,  Wood  County  Courthouse. 

Wisconsin 

Door  County 

Chambers  Island,  Chambers  Island  Light¬ 
house  Dwelling,  northern  tip  Chambers  Is¬ 
land,  Green  Bay,  Lake  Michigan. 

Wyoming 

Goshen  County 

Torrlngton,  Union  Pacific  Depot. 

Puerto  Rico 

Mona  Island,  Sardinero  Site  and  Ball  Courts. 

Ernest  A.  Connally, 
Associate  Director, 
Professional  Services. 

IPR  r)oc.74-28047  Plied  12-2-74:8:46  am] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
RUMSEY  RANCHERIA,  CALIF. 

Revocation  of  Plan  for  Distribution  of 
Assets  and  of  Continuance  of  Federal 
Trust  Relationship 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  all  living  persons  and  heirs  of 
two  deceased  persons  who  were  deter¬ 
mined  to  hold  rights,  claims  or  interests 
in  the  Rumsey  Rancheria,  Yolo  County, 
California,  under  a  Plan  for  Distribu¬ 
tion  of  Assets  drafted  pursuant  to  the  Act 
of  August  18,  1958  (72  Stat.  619),  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  August  11,  1964 
(78  Stat.  390),  accepted  February  11, 
1967  and  amended  February  3, 1970,  and 
May  20,  1971,  said  Plan  for  Distribution 
of  Assets  of  the  Rumsey  Rancheria  is 
hereby  revoked. 

All  individuals  affected  by  the  revoca¬ 
tion  of  the  Plan  for  Distribution  of  As¬ 
sets  are  eligible  for  all  services  performed 
by  the  Federal  (jovemment  for  Indians 
because  of  their  status  as  Indians  and  are 
subject  to  all  statutes  which  affect  Indi¬ 
ans  because  of  their  status  as  Indians. 
Those  individuals  include  the  following 
persons  and  the  dependent  members  of 
their  immediate  families: 


Sherman  County 

Grass  Valley  vicinity.  Mack  Canyon  Archeo¬ 
logical  Site,  at  end  of  BLM  access  road 
adjacent  to  Deschutes  River  N  of  Maupin. 

Tillamook  County 

Tillamook,  Cape  Meares  Lighthouse. 

Pennsylvania 

Brumbaugh  Homestead,  Raystown  Lake 
Project. 

Adams  County 

Gettysburg,  Barlow’s  Knoll,  adjacent  to 
Gettysburg  National  Military  Park. 

Gettysbiirg,  Gettysburg  Battlefield  Historic 
District. 

Allegheny  County 

Bruceton,  Experimental  Mine,  n.S.  Bureau 
of  Mines,  off  Cochran  Mill  Road. 

Clinton  County 

Lockhaven,  Apsley  House,  302  East  Chiirch 
Street. 

Lockhaven,  Harvey,  Judge,  House,  29  North 
Jay  Street. 

Lockhaven,  McCormick,  Robert,  House, 


Brnton,  Point  Robinson  Light  Station. 

Seattle,  AIM  Point  Light  Station. 

Seattle,  West  Point  Light  Station. 

Kitsap  County 

Hansville,  Point  No  Point  Light  Station. 
Pacific  County 

Ilwaco,  Cape  Disappointment  Light  Station. 
Ilwaco,  North  Head  Light  Station. 

Pierce  County 

Fort  Lewis  Military  Reservation,  Captain 
Wilkes  July  4, 1841,  Celebration  Site. 

San  Juan  County 

San  Juan  Islands,  Patos  Island  Light  Station. 

Snohomish  County 
Mukllteo,  Mukilteo  Light  Station. 

West  Virginia 

Cabell  County 

Huntington,  Old  Bank  Building,  1208  Third 
Avenue. 

Kanawha  County 


Name  Birthdate  Address 


Daisy  Lowell  Dec.  18, 1934 

Eugene. 

Phillip  Enlght . June  30,1940 

Randall  Knight . Feb.  13, 1948 

Rocco  Knight,  Sr.  Sept.  6,1940 

Rocco  Knight,  Jr....  July  10,196.1 
Alfred  Lorenzo.;. _ Jan.  12,1922 

Harry  Lorenzo,  i _ Jun  14,1897 

Arthur  Lowell . Mar.  10, 1928 

Lula  F.  Lowell _ July  14, 1926 


Route  5,  Box  239, 
Porterville, 

Calif. 

Star  Route,  Box 
43,  Brooks,  Calif. 

c/o  Alfred  Lorenzo, 
Star  Route,  Box 
43,  Brooks,  Calif. 

Star  Route,  Box 
—.Brooks,  Calif. 

Do. 

Star  Route,  Box 
43,Brook3,  Calif. 

Do. 

P.O.  Box  204, 
Princeton,  Calif. 

Do. 


Burnam  Lowell _ Sept.  20, 1930  P.O.  Box  75, 

Gerber,  Calif. 

Elwood  Lowell.. i.:;  May  19,1955  Do. 

Janice  LowelL . .  May  20, 1928  Do. 

Sylvia  Lowell  Feb.  19,1942  Do. 

McCann. 

Beulah  Knight  Dec.  2, 1919  649  Cturoll  Ave., 
McDanleL  North  Sacra¬ 

mento,  Calif. 

Harriet  Knight..^. Jan.  30,1954  Do. 

laine  Lowell  Dec.  29, 1936  Route  1,  Box  738, 

E  Smith.  Red  Bluff, 

CaUf. 


Rooney  Smith _ i;.  Dec.  3, 1929  Do; 


234  East  Church  Street. 


Saint  Albans,  Chilton  House,  439  B  Street. 
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Dated:  November  25,  1974. 

Rogcbs  C.  B.  Moktoh, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
(FB  Doc.74-a8215  Filed  13-2-74:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

SUPERIOR  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Replacement  of  Prairie  Portage  Dam; 
Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Replace¬ 
ment  of  Prairie  Portage  Dam,  USDA-FS- 
FES-(Adm) -75-02. 

The  environmental  statement  concerns 
a  proposal  to  replace  the  Prairie  Portage 
Dam  with  a  permanent  structure 
(120'  X  14')  at  the  outlet  of  Sucker  Lake 
In  the  Boundary  Waters  Canoe  Area  of 
the  Superior  National  Forest,  Lake 
County,  Minnesota. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  November  26, 
1974. 

Copies  are  available  for  Inspection  dim¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations : 

nSDA.  Forest  Service 

South  Agriculture  Bldg.,  Boom  3230 

12th  St.  &  Independence  Ave.,  S.W. 

Washington,  D.C.  20250 
XJSDA,  Forest  Service,  Eastern  Beglon 
633  West  Wisconsin  Avenue 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  53203 
USDA,  Forest  Service 
Superior  National  Forest 
Federal  BuUdlng 
Duluth,  Minnesota  55801 

USDA,  Forest  Service 
Chippewa  National  Forest 
Cass  Lake,  Minnesota  56633 
USDA,  Forest  Service 

North  Central  Forest  Experiment  Station 

FolweU  Avenue 

St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55101 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

Aurora  Banger  District 

Aurora,  Minnesota  55705 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

Gunfllnt  Banger  District 

Grand  Marais,  Minnesota  55604 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

Halfway  and  Kawlshlwl  Banger  Districts 

Ely,  Minnesota  56731 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

Isabella  Ranger  District 

Isabella,  Minnesota  55607 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

Tofte  Banger  District 

Tofte,  Minnesota  66616 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

Two  Harbors  Banger  District 

Two  Harbors,  Minnesota  65616 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

LaCrolx  Banger  District 

Cook,  Minnesota  65723 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

Virginia  Banger  District 

Virginia,  Minnesota  56792 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  the  Forest  Su¬ 


pervisor,  Superior  National  Forest,  P.O. 
Box  338,  Duluth,  Minnesota  56801. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statonent 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  Quidellnes. 

Dated:  November  26, 1974. 

R.  Max  Peterson, 
Deputy  Chief. 

[FB  Doc.74-28149  Filed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
ROGUE  RIVER,  OREGON 

Establishment  of  Recreational  Use 
Controls 

Cross  Reference:  For  a  document 
issued  jointly  by  the  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  and  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  establishing  recreational  use  con¬ 
trols  within  the  boundaries  of  the  Wild 
River  Area  of  the  Rogue  River  Cmnpo- 
nent  of  the  National  Wild  and  Scenic 
Rivers  System,  see  FR  Doc.  74-28151,  in 
the  notices  section  of  today’s  issue  under 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  Land 
Management  Bureau. 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

BLACKWOOD  CREEK  WATERSHED 
PROJECT,  NEBRASKA 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973);  and  §  650.7(e) 
of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (39  FR  19650,  June  3,  1974) ;  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a 
draft  environmental  impact  statement 
(EIS)  for  the  Blackwood  Chreek  Water¬ 
shed  Project,  Lincoln,  Hayes,  Hitch¬ 
cock,  and  Red  Willow  Counties,  Ne¬ 
braska,  USDA-SCS-EIS-WS-  ( ADM)  - 
75-l-(D)-NE. 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  fiood  prevention. 
The  planned  works  of  hnprovement 
provide  for  conservation  land  treatment 
and  13  fioodwater  retarding  structures. 

A  limited  supply  of  the  draft  EIS  is 
available  at  the  following  location  to  fill 
single  copy  requests ; 

Soli  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  134 
South  12th  Street,  Boom  604,  Lincoln,  Ne¬ 
braska  68508. 

Copies  of  the  draft  EIS  have  been 
sent  for  comment  to  various  federal, 
state,  and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in 
the  Coimcil  on  Environmental  Quality 
Guidelines.  Comments  are  also  invited 
from  others  having  knowledge  of  or  spe¬ 
cial  expertise  on  environmental  impacts. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  or  requests  for  additional  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  Wilson  J. 
Parker,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service.  134  South  12th  Street, 
Room  604,  Lincoln,  Nebraska  68508. 


Comments  must  be  received  on  or  be- 
tore  January  29, 1975,  in  order  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  preparation  of  the  final 
environmental  imi^t  statement. 

(catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archlvee  Beferenoe 
Services) 

WiLUAH  B.  DaVET, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

November  25,  1974. 

[FB  Doc.74-28188  FUed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


FIRST  CAPITOL  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
WISCONSIN 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973);  and  S  650.7(e) 
of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (39  FR  19650,  June  3,  1974) ;  the 
Soil  Conservation  l^rvice,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a 
final  environmental  impact  statement 
(EIS)  for  the  First  Capitol  Watershed 
Project,  Lafayette  and  Iowa  Counties, 
Wisconsin,  USDA-SC8-ES-WS-(ADM)- 
74-19(P). 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  flood  prevention,  and 
fish  and  wildlife.  The  planned  works  of 
improvement  provide  for  conservation 
land  treatment,  4  fioodwater  retarding 
structures,  and  1.5  miles  of  smallmouth 
bass  stream  improvement. 

The  final  ETS  has  been  filed  with  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

A  limited  supply  is  available  at  the 
following  location  to  fill  single  copy  re¬ 
quests: 

Soli  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  P.O.  Box 

4248,  Madison,  Wisconsin  63711 

William  B.  Davet, 
Deputy  Administrator  for 
Water  Resources,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Bef- 
erence  Services) 

November  25, 1974. 

[FB  Doc.74-28189  Filed  12-2-74;8:46  am] 


MAYSVILLE  LATERALS  WATERSHED, 
OKLAHOMA 

Notice  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  S1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550)  August  1, 1973;  and  I  650.8(b)  (3) 
of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3,  1974;  the 
Boil  Conservation  Service,  n.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an 
environmental  Impact  statement  is  not 
bcdng  pr^Mured  for  that  portion  of  the 
>Iaysville  Laterals  Watershed  Project 
in  Garvtn  County.  Oklahoma. 
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The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
Federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  Hamp¬ 
ton  Bums,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  USDA,  USDA 
Building,  Farm  Road  sind  Brumley 
Street,  Stillwater,  Oklahoma,  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  preparation  and  review 
of  an  environmental  impact  statement 
Is  not  needed  for  this  action. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  flood  prevention. 
The  planned  works  of  improvement  in¬ 
clude  conservation  land  treatment  sup¬ 
plemented  with  critical  area  treatment 
on  94  acres  and  14  floodwater  retarding 
structures. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 

Soil  Conservation  Service 
USDA  Building 

Farm  Road  and  Brumley  Street 
Stillwater,  Oklahoma 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  December  18,  1974. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services) 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

November  25,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-28191  Filed  >2-2-74;8;46  am] 


OKATOMA  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
MISSISSIPPI 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  S  650.7(e)  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guidelines 
(39  FR  19650,  June  3,  1974);  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  (EIS)  for 
the  Okatoma  Creek  Watershed  Project, 
Smith,  Simpson,  Covington,  Jones  and 
Forrest  Counties,  Mississippi,  USDA — 
SCS-EIS-WS-(  ADM)  -75-l-(D)  -MS. 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  flood  prevention,  and 
recreation.  The  planned  works  of  Im¬ 
provement  provide  for  conservation  land 
treatment,  14  floodwater  retarding  struc¬ 
tures,  one  multiple-purpose  structure  for 
flood  prevention  and  recreation,  basic 
recreation  facilities,  53.7  miles  of  chan¬ 
nel  work  (31.9  miles  of  channel  clearing, 
10.2  miles  of  channel  clearing  and  shap¬ 
ing,  9.7  miles  of  chaimel  enlargement  and 
1.9  miles  of  channel  excavation  or  ex¬ 
cavated  floodway),  and  a  levee  system 
around  the  Collins  Airport. 


A  limited  suiHily  of  the  draft  EIS  is 
available  at  the  following  location  to  fill 
single  copy  requests : 

Soil  Ck>nservatlon  Service,  USDA,  Room  490 

Milner  Building,  310  S.  Lamar  Street,  or 

P.O.  Box  610,  Jackson,  Mississippi  39205. 

Copies  of  the  draft  EIS  have  been  sent 
for  comment  to  various  federal,  state, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
Guidelines.  Comments  are  also  invited 
from  others  having  knowledge  of  or 
special  expertise  on  environmental  im¬ 
pacts. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  or  requests  for  additional  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  W.  L.  Heard, 
State  Conservationist,  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  P.O.  Box  610,  Jackson,  Missis¬ 
sippi  39205. 

Comments  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  Janua^  27,  1975,  in  order  to  be 
considered  in  the  preparation  of  the  flnal 
environmental  impact  statement. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services) 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources.  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

November  25,  1974. 

(FR  Doc.74-28192  Filed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


UPPER  MUDDY  BOGGY  CREEK 
WATERSHED  PROJECT,  OKLAHOMA 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  PR 
2050,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  section  650 
of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (39  FR  19650,  June  3, 1974) ;  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  statement  (EIS)  for 
Upper  Muddy  Boggy  Creek  Watershed 
Project,  Coal,  Hughes,  Pittsburg,  and 
Pontotoc  Counties,  Oklahoma,  USDA- 
SCS-EIS-WS-(ADM)  -75-2-(D)  -OK. 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  watershed 
protection  and  flood  prevention.  The 
planned  works  of  improvement  include 
conservation  land  treatment,  supple¬ 
mented  by  36  floodwater-retarding  struc- 
tm*es. 

A  limited  supply  of  the  draft  EIS  is 
available  at  the  following  location  to  fill 
single  copy  requests: 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA  Building, 
Farm  Road  and  Brumley  Street,  Stillwater, 
Oklahoma  74074. 

Copies  of  the  draft  EIS  are  being  sent 
for  comment  to  various  federal,  state,  and 
local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  Coimcil 
on  Environmental  Quality  Guidelines. 
Comments  are  also  invited  from  others 
having  knowledge  of  or  special  expertise 
on  environmental  Impacts. 


Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  or  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Hampton 
Bums,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  USDA  Building,  Still¬ 
water,  Oklahoma  74074. 

Comments  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  February  3,  1975,  in  order  to  be 
considered  in  the  preparation  of  the 
flnal  environmental  impact  statement. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Refer¬ 
ence  Services) 

Dated:  November  25, 1974. 

William  B.  Davey, 

Deputy  Administrator  f  or  Water 
Resources.  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

(FR  Doc.74-28190  Filed  12-2-74:8:45  amj 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

RUTGERS  UNIVERSITY 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  issued  thereunder  as  amended 
(37  FR  3892  et  seq.) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
this  decision  is  available  for  public  re¬ 
view  during  ordinai-y  business  hours  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the 
Office  of  Import  Programs,  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  75-00037-33-46040. 
Applicant:  Rutgers  University,  Botany 
Department,  Nelson  Lab,  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  New  Jersey  08903.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope,  Model  Elmiskop  lA.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  Siemens  Corp.,  West  Germany. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  in  a  variety  of  re¬ 
search  programs  by  biologists  from  the 
disciplines  of  biochemistry,  botany, 
physiology,  microbiology  and  zoology  and 
will  involve  the  study  of  viruses,  fimgi, 
and  plant  and  animal  cells.  The  projects 
are: 

1.  Lysosomal  enzymes  In  the  sarco¬ 
plasmic  reticulum  of  muscle. 

2.  Cytological  change  in  rental  tissue 
of  mice  infected  with  Manson’s  Schisto¬ 
somiasis. 

3.  Pathology  of  Leishmania  parasite 
infection  of  vertebrate  macrophages. 

4.  Fine  structure  of  cortical  alveoli  in 
the  unfertilized  egg  of  Brachydanio 
rerio. 

5.  Ultrastructure  of  Infectious  and 
non-infectious  flagellates  of  the  testse 
fly. 

6.  Lysogeny  of  phagenontypable 
strains  of  S.  aureus. 

7.  C-type  virus  particles  in  cultured 
animal  cells. 

8.  Isolated  membrane  preparations 
from  Rhodospirillum  rubrum. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  233— TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  3,  1974 


NOTICES 


41887 


9.  Cell  surface  constitxients  of  tumor 
cells. 

10.  Mitochondrial  Suprastructure. 

11.  Red  Algae  Life  Cycles. 

12.  Mitosis  and  cytokinesis  in  green 
algae. 

13.  Axon-muscle  fiber  junctions  in 
Mercenarla. 

14.  Chloroplast  membrane  proteins. 

15.  Algal  Virus. 

16.  Ultrastructure  of  Ragweed  Pollen. 

17.  Blue-green  algal  viruses. 

18.  Fine  structure  of  the  retina  of 
Saccopteryx. 

19.  Chemoreceptor  cells  in  crustaceans. 
In  addition,  the  article  will  be  used  in 

two  courses,  Cytology  405  and  Ultra- 
structural  Techniques,  for  both  graduate 
and  undergraduate  students. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  article 
was  ordered  (July  10,  1974). 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  has  a 
specified  resolving  capability  equal  to  3.5 
Angstroms  point-to-point  and  a  mag¬ 
nification  range  from  200x  or  lower  to 
200,000  without  a  pole-piece  change.  'Die 
most  closely  comparable  domestic  instru¬ 
ment  available  at  the  time  the  article 
was  ordered  was  the  Model  EMU-4C 
electron  microscope  supplied  by  the 
Adam  David  Cmnpany.  The  Model  EMU- 
4C  had  a  specified  resolving  capability 
of  5.0  Angstroms  point-to-point  and  with 
its  standard  pole-piece,  had  a  specified 
range  from  1,400  to  240,000  magnifica¬ 
tions.  For  survey  and  scanning,  the  lower 
end  of  this  range  could  be  i^uced  to 
200  magnifications  or  less.  But  the  con¬ 
tinued  reduction  of  magnification  in¬ 
duced  an  increasingly  greater  distortion. 
The  domestic  manufacturer  suggested 
in  its  literature  on  the  Model  EMU-4C 
that  for  highest  quality,  low  magnifica¬ 
tion  electron  micrographs  in  the  magni¬ 
fication  range -between  500  and  70,000 
magnifications,  an  (H>tional  low  magni¬ 
fication  pole-piece  should  be  used.  It  is 
noted  that  changing  the  pole-piece  on 
the  Model  EMU-4C  requires  a  break  in 
the  vacuum  of  the  column.  Breaking  the 
vacuum  in  the  column  induces  the  dan¬ 
ger  of  contamination  which  would  very 
likely  lead  to  failure  of  the  experiment. 
The  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  (HEW)  advised  in  its  mem¬ 
orandum  dated  November  4,  1974,  that 
(1)  the  best  resolution  available  and  (2) 
maximum  magnification  range  over¬ 
lapping  that  of  the  light  microscope  and 
providing  low  distortion  micrographs 
are  pertinent  to  the  purposes  for  which 
the  foreign  article  is  intended  to  be  used. 
HEW  also  advised  that  domestic  instru¬ 
ments  did  not  have  an  equivalent  mag¬ 
nification  range  or  resolution  when  the 
article  was  ordered. 

We,  therefore,  find  that  the  Model 
EMU-4C  was  not  equivalent  scientific 
value  to  the  foreign  article  for  such  pur¬ 


poses  as  the  article  was  Intended  to  be 
used,  at  the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

■Die  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  fordgn 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  at 
the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

(CatcUog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.106,  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

A.  H.  Stoart, 
Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

IFR  Doc.74-28177  Piled  12-2-74;8:46  am] 


SAN  DIEGO  VA  HOSPITAL 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  C^ultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  as  amend¬ 
ed  (37  PR  3892  et  seq) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Cmnmercei  at  the  Office  of 
Import  Programs,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Washington,  D,C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  75-00028-33-10550. 
Applicant:  San  Diego  V A.  Hospital,  3350 
La  Jolla  Village  Drive,  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia  92161.  Article:  Thin  Layer  Radio¬ 
chromatography  System.  Manufacturer: 
Panax  Equipment  Limited,  United  King¬ 
dom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  article 
is  intended  to  be  used  for  the  study  of 
radioactive  lipid  materials  isolated  from 
complex  mixtures  of  lipids  by  TLC.  The 
experiments  to  be  conducted  are  widely 
varied,  but  in  general  involve  incubation 
of  membrane  materials  from  normal,  dis¬ 
eased  and/or  cancerom  tissues  with  ra¬ 
dioactive  phospholipids  or  phospholipid 
precursors.  The  article  will  also  be  used 
for  the  identification  of  radioactive  ma¬ 
terials  prepared  by  large  scale  S5mthetic 
methods  which  employ  preparative  thin 
layer  chromatography  on  large  (20  x  20 
cm.)  plates. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  utilizes 
20  X  20  centimeter  plates.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  (HEW)  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  November  4. 1974  that  the  capabil¬ 
ity  described  above  is  pertinent  to  the 
purposes  for  which  the  article  is  intended 
to  be  used.  HEW  also  advises  that  it 
knows  of  no  domestic  Instrument  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  article 
for  the  applicant’s  intended  purposes. 


The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
a^cle,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

A.  H.  Stuakt, 
Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[PR  Doc.74-28175  Filed  12-2-74:8:46  ami 


STANFORD  UNIVERSITY 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub- 
Uc  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereimder  as  amend¬ 
ed  (37  FR  3892  et  seq.) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
this  decision  is  available  for  public  re¬ 
view  during  ordinary  business  hours  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the 
Office  of  Import  Programs,  Department 
of  Commerce,  Wsishlngton,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  74-00557-01-46040. 
Applicant:  Stanford  University,  820 
Quarry  Road.  Palo  Alto,  CaUfomia 
94304.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM  201.  Manufacturer:  Philips 
Electronic  Instruments  NVD,  The 
Netherlands.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
high  resolution  examination  of  nucleic 
acids,  especially  heteroduplex  analysis 
of  DNA.  The  studies  being  carried  out 
concern  elucidation  of  the  structure  and 
of  the  origin  and  evolution  of  bacterial 
plasmids  that  specify  resistance  to  anti¬ 
microbial  agents,  investigation  of  DNA 
sequence  relatlondiips  among  various 
plasmids  isolated  from  natural  sources 
that  are  constructed  in  vitro  from 
endonuclease-generated  fragments  of 
larger  plasmids  in  a  major  component  of 
these  investigations.  In  addition,  high 
resolution  examination  of  circular  plas¬ 
mid  DNA  is  required  in  evaliiating  the 
contour  length  of  various  plasmids,  and 
in  determining  the  presence  of  genet¬ 
ically  repeated  nucleotide  sequences. 
The  article  will  also  be  used  by  trainees 
and  students  who  require  limited  use  of 
electron  microscopy  to  answer  specific 
scientific  questions  in  connection  with 
microblolo^cal  work  being  carried  out. 
Use  of  the  article  for  educational  pur¬ 
poses  will  also  include  its  use  for  a  course 
in  the  molecular  nature  of  bacterial 
plasmids  offered  to  both  graduate  and 
undergraduate  students. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  denied.  An  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 
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Resisons:  This  application  is  a  resub- 
mission  of  Docket  Number  74-00222-01- 
46040  which  was  denied  without  prej¬ 
udice  to  resubmission  on  April  3, 1974  for 
informational  deficiencies.  In  reply  to 
Question  8  the  applicant  alleged  the 
foreign  article  provided  the  following 
pertinent  features : 

(1)  Capability  to  add  a  goniometer 
stage; 

(2)  Ease  of  operation  and  simplicity; 
and 

(3)  Capability  to  use  35  millimeter 
roll  film. 

The  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  (HEW)  reviewed  this  ap¬ 
plication  and  compared  the  alleged  per¬ 
tinent  features  of  the  article  with  those 
of  the  most  closely  comparable  domestic 
electron  microscope,  the  Model  EMU-4C, 
available  from  the  Adam  David  Com¬ 
pany.  HEW  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  September  11,  1974,  that  the  de¬ 
scription  of  research  and  teaching  does 
not  establish  a  pertinent  characteristic 
for  the  article  that  upholds  duty-free 
entry.  HEW  advises  that  the  above-cited 
feature  (1)  was  not  ordered  with  the 
article  and  therefore  cannot  be  consid¬ 
ered  in  the  determination  of  scientific 
equivalency  according  to  §§  701.2(d)  and 
701.6(a)(3)  of  the  regulations;  that  fea¬ 
ture  (2)  is  not  a  pertinent  specification 
within  the  meaning  of  §  701.2  (n);  and 
that  feature  (3),  a  convenience  which  is 
not  relevant  or  pertinent  within  the 
meaning  of  §  701.2  (n)  of  the  regulations, 
can,  in  the  alternative,  be  fiu’nished  with 
the  EMU-4C.  HEW  concludes  that  lade 
of  scientific  equivalence  in  the  EMU-4C 
is  not  shown. 

For  these  reasons,  we  find  that  the 
Model  EMU-4C  is  of  equivalent  scien¬ 
tific  value  to  the  foreign  article  for  such 
purposes  as  the  article  is  intended  to  be 
Used. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 
Director. 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

(FR  Doc.74-28176  Filed  12-2-74:8:46  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  as  amend¬ 
ed  (37  FR  3892  et  seq.) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
this  decision  is  available  for  public  re¬ 
view  during  ordinary  business  hours  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  75-00050-33-46040. 
Applicant:  University  of  Massachusetts, 
Massachusetts  Agricultural  Exp.  Station, 


College  of  Food  and  Natural  Resources, 
Stockbridge  Hall,  Amherst,  Massachu¬ 
setts  01002.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM  9S-2.  Manufacturer:  Carl 
Zeiss,  West  Germany.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
for  the  resolution  of  many  different  re¬ 
search  problems.  The  planned  research 
includes  the  following: 

(1)  Studies  of  virus  diseases  of  apple 
trees  and  vegetable  crops  for  accurate 
identification  of  the  viruses,  viroids,  and 
mycoplasms  that  are  causative  orga¬ 
nisms. 

(2)  Localization  of  pectic  enzsmies 
produced  by  a  soft-rot  bacterium  in  po¬ 
tato  and  cuemnber  storage  tissues,  and 
the  relationship  of  these  enzymes  to  de¬ 
struction  and  death  of  these  stored  foods. 

(3)  Identification  of  mosquito  viruses, 
with  the  goal  of  cataloging  the  naturally 
occurring  mosquito  viruses  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  so  that  their  value  for  biological 
control  may  be  assessed. 

(4)  Study  of  the  roles  of  hormones  in 
reproduction  by  mosquitoes. 

(5)  Study  of  the  role  of  various  glands 
of  the  adult  apple  maggot  and  their  re¬ 
lationship  to  infestation  of  apple  fruit. 

(6)  Study  of  the  nature  of  ammonium 
toxicity  to  tomato  plants,  and  the  abil¬ 
ity  of  some  mutants  to  resist  ammonium 
toxicity. 

(7)  Study  of  the  role  of  calcium  in  de¬ 
laying  deteriorECtion  and  death  of  stored 
apples. 

(8)  Determination  of  the  fine  struc¬ 
ture  of  chicken  and  beef  muscle  as  well 
as  of  banana,  potato,  and  carrot  tissues. 

(9)  Identification  of  food-spoilage  bac¬ 
teria  and  determination  of  their  molec¬ 
ular  biology. 

(10)  Localization,  study  and  control 
of  viruses  causing  tumors  in  soft  tissues 
of  domestic  animals. 

(11)  Studies  on  the  relationship  be¬ 
tween  cytogenetics  and  reduced  fitness 
in  domestic  animals. 

The  article  will  also  be  used  in  the 
courses  Plant  Pathology-Plant  Virology 
and  Entomology-Insect  Microbiology 
and  Pathology  to  familiarize  students 
with  the  preparation  of  material  and 
the  operation  of  the  electron  micro¬ 
scope. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  applica¬ 
tion. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instruments  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article, 
for  such  purposes  as  this  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used,  was  being  manufac¬ 
tured  in  the  United  States  at  the  time 
the  article  was  ordered.  (April  18,  1974). 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  is  a  rel¬ 
atively  simple,  medium  resolution  elec¬ 
tron  microscope  providing  30x  and  140x 
magnifications  for  distortion  free,  low 
magnifications  in  the  light  microscopy 
range  and  a  maximum  magnification  of 
60,000x.  The  article  is  also  designed  for 
confident  use  [through  ease  of  opera¬ 
tion]  by  beginning  students  with  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  detailed  programming.  Domes¬ 
tic  instruments  available  at  the  time  the 


article  was  ordered  were  the  Model 
EMU-4C  available  from  Uie  Adam  David 
Company  and  the  Model  ETEM-101 
manufactured  by  Elektros  Incorpo¬ 
rated.  The  Model  EMU-4C  which  is  a 
relatively  complex  instrument  provides 
distortion  free  magnification  from  500x 
up.  The  Model  ETEM-101,  a  relatively 
simple  low  resolution  instnunent,  pro¬ 
vides  a  600  to  38,000x  magnification 
range.  The  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare  (HEW)  advises  in  its 
memorandum  dated  November  5,  1974 
that  the  l(^w  magnifications  at  the  light 
microscopy  level  and  the  highest  mag¬ 
nification  range,  as  well  as  simplicity 
and  ease  of  operation  are  pertinent  to 
the  applicant’s  intended  uses.  HEW  also 
advises  that  the  Model  EMU-4C  is  too 
complex  for  the  planned  undergraduate 
teaching  and  the  ETEM  101  does  not 
have  the  required  magnification  range. 

For  these  reasons,  we  find  that  - 
neither  the  Model  EMU-4C  nor  the 
Model  ETEM-101  was  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article  for 
such  purposes  as  the  article  was  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  at  the  time  the  ar¬ 
ticle  was  ordered. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  at 
the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 
Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-28173  Filed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  PENNSYLVANIA 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scientific 
article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  issued  thereunder  as  amended 
(37  FR  3892  et  seq.) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  OflBce  of 
Import  Programs,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  75-00056-00-46500. 
Applicant:  University  of  Pennsylvania, 
3451  Walnut  Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
19174.  Article;  LKB  14800-1  Cryoultra- 
microtomy  Kit.  Manufacturer:  LKB 
Produkter  AB,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of 
article :  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
for  the  synthesis  and  accumulation  of  the 
biological  materials  collagen,  proteogly¬ 
can,  elastin,  and  basement  membrane  in 
embryonic  chick  and  embryonic  rat  tis¬ 
sues.  The  experiments  to  be  conducted 
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include  the  use  of  Immuno-electron  mi¬ 
croscopy.  to  identify  the  cells  synthesiz¬ 
ing  the  different  extracellular  macro¬ 
molecules,  as  well  as  the  cellular  com¬ 
partments  involved  in  their  synthesis  and 
secretion.  Other  studies  will  include  the 
effects  of  microenvironmental  factors 
such  as  oxygen  level,  pH  changes  and 
small  ion  concentrations,  as  well  as  the 
effects  of  various  pharmacological  agents 
on  the  synthesis  and  accumulation  of  the 
macromolecules.  In  addition,  the  role  of 
these  macromolecules  in  regulating  em¬ 
bryonic  development,  and  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  ^ysiological  properties  of 
tensile  strength  and  elasticity  in  develop¬ 
ing  tissues,  will  be  studied. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  applicaticm. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  application  relates  to  a 
compatible  accessory  for  an  instrument 
that  had  been  previously  imported  for 
the  use  of  the  applicant  institution.  The 
article  is  being  fiumished  by  the  manu¬ 
facturer  which  produced  the  instrument 
with  which  the  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  and  is  pertinent  to  the  applicant’s 
purposes. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  similar  accessory  being  manufac¬ 
tured  in  the  United  States,  which  Is  In¬ 
terchangeable  with  or  can  be  readily 
adapted  to  the  instrument  with  which 
the  foreign  article  is  intended  to  be  used. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  AKlstance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.106,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 
Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-28174  Filed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 

Maritime  Administration 
[Docket  No.  S-434] 

INTERNATIONAL  OCEAN  TRANSPORT 
CORP. 

Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  application 
has  been  filed  under  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended,  by  Inter¬ 
national  Ocean  Tranpsort  Corporation, 
as  successor  in  interest  to  Cities  Service 
Tankers  Corporation,  holder  of  Operat¬ 
ing-Differential  Subsidy  Agreement, 
Contract  No.  MA/MSB-244,  (the  Agree¬ 
ment)  for  permission  to  take  over  the 
assets  and  services  of  Cities  Service 
Tankers  Corporation  under  the  Agree¬ 
ment.  Inasmuch  as  International  Ocean 
Transport  Corporation  and/or  the  re¬ 
lated  persons  or  firms  as  set  forth  below 
employ  ships  in  the  domestic  intercoastal 
or  coastwise  service,  written  permission 
of  the  Maritime  Administration  under 
section  805(a)  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act.  1936,  as  amended,  will  be  required 
if  the  application  of  International  Ocean 
Transport  Corporation  is  approved. 


International  Ocean  Transport  Cor¬ 
poration  is  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of 
lOT  Corporation,  which  is  held  as  fol¬ 
lows:  50  percwit  by  Cities  Service  Com¬ 
pany,  50  percent  Adrian  S.  Hooper, 
Bruce  H.  Hooper,  Ralph  A.  Hooper,  and 
Thomas  Hooper.  AfBliates  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Ocean  Transport  Corporation  in¬ 
clude  lOT  Corporation,  Interstate  Oil 
Transport  Corporation  (a  wholly-owned 
subsi(^ry  of  lOT  Corporation) .  and 
Cities  Service  Company.  The  above  stated 
written  permission  is  now  required  by 
International  Ocean  Transportation 
Corporation,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  a  voyage  for  which  subsidy  is  sought 
would  not  be  eligible  for  subsidy  if  the 
vessel  carted  domestic  commerce  of  the 
United  States  on  the  voyage. 

Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  having 
any  interest  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  805(a)  in'^such  application  and  de¬ 
siring  to  be  heard  on  issues  pertinent  to 
section  805(a)  and  desiring  to  submit 
comments  or  views  concerning  the  appli¬ 
cation  must,  by  close  of  business  on  De¬ 
cember  9,  1974,  file  same  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Maritime  Administration,  in  writ¬ 
ing,  in  triplicate,  together  with  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  which  shall  state 
clearly  and  concisely  the  grounds  of  in¬ 
terest,  and  the  alleged  facts  relied  on  for 
relief. 

If  no  petitions  for  leave  to  Intervene 
are  received  within  the  specified  time  or 
if  it  is  determined  that  petitions  filed 
do  not  demonstrate  sufficient  Interest  to 
warrant  a  hearing,  the  Maritime  Admin¬ 
istration  will  take  such  action  as  may 
be  deemed  appropriate. 

In  the  event  petitions  regarding  the 
relevant  section  805(a)  issues  are  re¬ 
ceived  from  parties  with  standing  to  be 
heard,  a  hearing  will  be  held,  the  purpose 
of  which  will  be  to  receive  evidence  under 
section  805(a)  relative  to  whether  the 
proposed  operation  (a)  could  result  in 
unfair  competition  to  any  person,  firm, 
or  corporation  operating  exclusively  in 
the  coastwise  or  Intercoastal  service,  or 
(b)  would  be  prejudicial  to  the  objects 
and  policy  of  the  Act  relative  to  domestic 
trade  operations. 

(Catalog  of  Fedwal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.604  Operating-Differential  Sub¬ 
sidies  (ODS)) 

By  Order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
f 01^  Maritime  Affairs. 

Dated:  November  27,  1974. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28214  Filed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Health  Resources  Administration 

REGIONAL  MEDICAL  PROGRAMS  AD  HOC 
REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Filing  of  Annual  Report 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  13  of  Public  Law  92-463,  the 
Annual  Report  for  the  Regional  Medical 
Programs  Ad  Hoc  Review  Committee  has 


been  filed  with  the  Library  of  Congress. 

Copies  are  available  to  the  public  for 
inspection  at  the  Library  of  Ccmgress  or 
weekdays  between  9  ajn.  and  4:30  p.m. 
at  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  Department  Library,  North 
Building,  Room  1436,  330  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201, 
telephone  202/245-6791. 

.  Dated:  Novonber  26, 1974. 

Daniel  P.  Whiteside, 
Associate  Administrator  for  Op¬ 
erations  and  Management, 
Health  Resources  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

[FR  Doc.74-28141  FUed  12-2-74:8:46  am] 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
REGULATORY  GUIDES 
Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission  has 
Issued  two  new  guides  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  series.  This  series  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  to  describe  and  make  available 
to  the  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 
AEC  regulatory  staff  of  implementing 
specific  parts  of  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  and,  in  some  cases,  to  delineate 
techniques  used  by  the  staff  in  evaulating 
specific  problems  or  postulated  accidents 
and  to  provide  guidance  to  applicants 
concerning  certain  of  the  information 
needed  by  the  staff  in  its  review  of  ap¬ 
plications  for  permits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  1.70.9,  “Additional 
Information — ^Design  of  Seismic  Cate¬ 
gory  I  Structures,”  and  Regulatory 
Guide  1.70.10,  “Additional  Information — 
Wind  and  Tornado  Loadings,”  identify 
information  that  is  needed  in  safety 
analysis  reports  at  the  construction  per¬ 
mit  and  operating  license  stages  of 
review. 

These  guides  are  two  of  a  number  being 
Issued  in  the  1.70.X  series  to  identify  in¬ 
formation  that  has  often  been  missing 
from  the  applicants’  safety  analysis  re¬ 
ports  or  to  present  revisions  necessary  to 
make  a  portion  of  the  Standard  Format 
and  Content  of  Safety  Analirsls  Reports 
for  Nuclear  Power  Plants,  Revision  1, 
October  1972  (Regulatory  Guide  1.70), 
consistent  with  the  appropriate  Standard 
Review  Plan.  Standard  Review  Plans 
(SRPs)  are  being  prepared  by  the  regula¬ 
tory  staff  for  the  guidance  of  staff  re¬ 
viewers  who  perform  the  detailed  safety 
review  of  applications  to  construct  or 
operate  nuclear  power  plants.  A  primary 
purpose  of  SRPs  is  to  improve  the  quality 
and  uniformity  of  staff  reviews  and  to 
provide  a  well-defined  base  from  which 
to  evaluate  proposed  changes  in  the  scope 
and  requirements  of  reviews.  A  complete 
Revision  2  of  the  Standard  Format  In¬ 
corporating  the  changes  presented  in  this 
1.70.x  series  will  be  issued  following 
completion  of  publication  of  the  SRPs. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  Improvements  in  all  published 
guides  are  encouraged  at  any  time.  Public 
comments  on  Regulatory  Guides  1.70.9 
and  1.70.10  wilL  however,  be  particularly 
useful  in  developing  the  forthcoming 
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revision  of  the  Standard  Format  if  re¬ 
ceived  by  January  22, 1975. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission,  Washingrton,  D.C. 
20545,  Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Section. 

Regulatory  Guides  are  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single 
copies  of  issued  guides  (which  may  be 
reproduced)  or  for  placement  on  an 
automatic  distribution  list  for  single 
copies  of  future  guides  should  be  made  in 
writing  to  the  Director  of  Regulatory 
Standards,  n.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545.  Telephone 
requests  cannot  be  accommodated.  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Guides  are  not  copyrighted  and 
Commission  approval  is  not  required  to 
reproduce  them. 

(5n.S.C.  522(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this  20th 
day  of  November  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Lester  Rogers, 

Director  of  Regvlatory  Standards. 

[FR  Doc.74-28039  PUed  12  .  .4;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-271] 

NEW  ENGLAND  COALITION  ON  NUCLEAR 
POLLUTION 

Petition  for  Show  Cause  Order 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Oc¬ 
tober  21,  1974,  the  New  England  Coali¬ 
tion  on  Nuclear  Pollution,  by  its  at¬ 
torney,  filed  a  request  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  §  2.206  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  for  the  issuance  by  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  Regulation  of  an  order  to  show 
cause  why  the  Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear 
Power  Station  Facility  Operating  License 
No.  DPR-28  should  not  be  revoked  or 
suspended  because  of  alleged  lack  of  fi¬ 
nancial  qualifications  to  possess  such  a 
license.  In  accordance  with  the  proce¬ 
dures  specified  in  10  CFR  §  2.206,  appro¬ 
priate  action  will  be  taken  on  this  re¬ 
quest  within  a  reasonable  time. 

A  copy  of  the  petition  for  the  order 
to  show  cause  is  available  for  inspection 
in  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  at  the  Brooks  Memorial 
Library,  224  Main  Street,  Brattleboro, 
Vermont. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  25th 
day  of  November  1974. 

Edson  G.  Case, 

Acting  Director  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-28134  FUed  12-2-74;8;4S  am] 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission  has 
issued  a  revised  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  series.  This  series  has  been  devel¬ 
oped  to  describe  and  make  available  to 
the  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 


AEC  Regulatory  staff  of  implementing 
specific  parts  of  the  Commission’s  regu¬ 
lations  and,  in  some  cases,  to  delineate 
techniques  used  by  the  staff  in  evaluating 
specific  problems  or  postulated  accidents 
and  to  provide  guidance  to  applicants 
concerning  certain  of  the  information 
needed  by  the  staff  in  its  review  of  appli¬ 
cations  for  permits  and  licenses. 

The  revised  guide  is  in  Division  1, 
“Power  Reactor  Guides.’’  Regulatory 
Guide  1.70.3  (Revision  1),  “Additional 
Information — ^Radiation  Protection,” 
identifies  information  related  to  radia¬ 
tion  protection  that  is  needed  in  safety 
analysis  reports  at  the  construction  per¬ 
mit  and  operating  license  stages  of 
review. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in 
guides  currently  being  developed  (listed 
below)  or  (2)  improvements  in  all  pub¬ 
lished  guides  are  encouraged  at  any 
time.  Public  comments  on  Regiilatory 
Guide  1.70.3  (Revision  1)  will,  however, 
be  particularly  useful  in  evaluating  the 
need  for  an  early  revision  if  received 
within  two  months  of  the  date  of  this 
guide.  Comments  should  be  sent  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20545,  Attention:  Docketing 
and  Service  Section. 

Regulatory  Guides  are  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single 
copies  of  issued  guides  (which  may  be 
reproduced)  or  for  placement  on  an 
automatic  distribution  list  for  single 
copies  of  future  guides  should  be  made 
in  writing  to  the  Director  of  Regulatory 
Standards,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545.  Tel^hone 
requests  cannot  be  accommodated. 
Regulatory  Guides  are  not  copyrighted 
and  Commission  approval  is  not  required 
to  reproduce  them. 

Other  Division  1  Regulatory  Guides 
currently  being  developed  Include  the 
following: 

Tornado  Design  Classification. 

AvaUablllty  of  Electric  Power  Sources. 
Requirements  for  Instrumentation  to  Assess 
Nuclear  Power  Plant  Conditions  Dmdng 
and  Following  an  Accident  for  Water- 
Cooled  Reactors. 

Isolation  of  Low  Pressure  Systems  Coimected 
to  the  Reactor  Coolant  Pressure  Boundary. 
Requirements  for  Assessing  Ability  of  Mate¬ 
rial  Underneath  Nuclear  Power  Plant 
Foundations  to  Withstand  Safe  Shutdown 
Earthquake. 

Fire  Protection  Criteria  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants. 

Protective  Coatings  for  Light  Water  Nuclear 
Reactor  Containment  Facilities. 

Inservlce  SurveUlance  of  Grouted  Prestress¬ 
ing  Tendons. 

Seismic  Input  Motion  to  Uncoupled  Struc¬ 
tural  Model. 

Primary  Reactor  Containment  (Concrete) 
Design  and  Analysis. 

Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for  Instal¬ 
lation,  Inspection,  and  Testing  of  Mechan¬ 
ical  Equipment  and  Systems. 

Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for  Instal¬ 
lation,  Inspection,  and  Testing  of  Struc¬ 
tural  Concrete  and  Structural  Steel. 


Fracture  Toughness  Requirements  for  Ves¬ 
sels  Under  Overstress  Conditions. 

Material  Limitations  for  Component  Sup¬ 
ports. 

Protection  Against  Postulated  Events  and 
Accidents  Outside  of  (Containment. 
Requirements  for  Auditing  of  Quality  Assur¬ 
ance  Programs  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants. 
Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Proten- 
tlal  Radiological  Consequences  of  a  Gas 
Holdup  Tank  Failure  In  a  Boiling  Water 
Reactor. 

Quality  Assiirance  Requirements  for  Pro¬ 
curement  of  Equipment,  Materials,  and 
Services. 

Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for  Lifting 
Equipment. 

Maintenance  and  Testing  of  Batteries. 
Qualification  of  Class  I  Electric  Equipment. 
T^e  Tests  for  Class  IE  (Cables,  Coimectlons, 
and  Field  Splices  for  Nuclear  Poww  Plants. 
Seismic  Qufdlfication  of  (Class  I  Electric 
Equipment. 

Fractiue  Toughness*  Requirements  for  Mate¬ 
rials  fOT  Class  2  and  3  Components. 
Maintenance  of  Water  Purity  in  PWR  Secon¬ 
dary  Systems. 

Main  Steam  Line  Sealing  System  Design 
Guidelines  for  Bolling  Water  Reactors. 
(Criteria  for  Heatup  and  Cooldown  Procedures. 
Effects  of  Residual  Elements  on  Predicted 
Radiation  Damage. 

Fuel  Oil  Supplies  for  Standby  Diesel-Gen¬ 
erators. 

Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Poten¬ 
tial  Radiological  (Consequences  of  a  Liquid 
Radioactive  Waste  System  Accident. 
Surveillance  and  Examination  and  Testing 
of  Irradiated  Fuel  Rods. 

Elevated  Temperature  Inservlce  Surveillance 
Tests  for  HTGR  Plants. 

Design  LocmI  Combinations  for  Component 
Supports. 

Requirements  for  Containment  Isolation. 
Probable  Maximum  Storm  S\u^e  Flooding  on 
Lakes  and  Sea  Shores. 

Requirements  for  (Concrete  Reactor  Vessels 
and  Containments  (ASME  Section  III 
Division  2). 

Instrument  Span  and  Trip  Setting. 

Failed  Fuel  Detection  System  for  Nuclear 
Power  Plants. 

Code  Case  Acceptability — ASME  Section  III 
Nonmetallic  Materials. 

Design,  Qualification  Test,  and  Installation 
Requirements  for  Class  2  and  3  Safety- 
Related  Pumps. 

Seismic  Response  Combination  of  Modes  and 
Spatial  Components. 

Analysis  of  Seismic  Recorded  Data. 

Protection  of  Nuclear  Power  Plant  Control 
Room  Operators  Against  an  Onsite  (Chlorine 
Release. 

Functional  Specification  for  Self-Operated 
and  Power-Operated  Safety-Related  Valves. 
Nuclear  Power  Plant  Environmental  (Char¬ 
acteristics  for  Designated  Sites. 

Evaluation  of  Explosions  Postulated  to  Occur 
on  Transportation  Routes  Near  Nuclear 
Power  Plant  Sites. 

Initial  Startup  Testing  Program  fw  Facility 
Shutdown  from  Outside  the  Control  Room. 
Periodic  Testing  of  Diesel  Generators. 

Interim  Guide  on  Tornado  Missiles. 
Preoperational  and  Initial  Startup  Testing  of 
Feedwater  Systems  for  Boiling  Water 
Reactors. 

Quality  Assurance  Program  Requirements  for 
Nuclecu*  Power  Plant  Fuels. 

Quallfication(s)  of  Inspection,  Examina¬ 
tion,  and  Testing  Personnel  for  Nuclear 
Faculties. 

Preparation  of  Emergency  Plans  for  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Utilization  Facilities. 

Criteria  for  Plugging  Defective  Steam  Gen¬ 
erate  Tubes. 
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Containment  Isolation  Provisions. 

Calculation  of  Releases  of  Radioactive  Ma¬ 
terials  in  Liquid  and  Gaseous  Effluents 
from  Bolling  Water  Reactors. 

Calculation  of  Releases  of  Radioactive  Mate¬ 
rials  In  Liquid  and  Gaseous  Effluents  from 
Pressurized  Water  Reactors. 

(6  U.S.C.  522  (a) ) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this  21st 
day  of  November,  1974. 

Lester  Rogers, 

Director  of  Regulatory  Standards. 

IFR  Doc.74-28135  Filed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
[CGD  74  279] 

EQUIPMENT,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND 
MATERIALS  APPROVAL 

L  Certain  laws  and  regulations  (46 
CFR  Chapter  I)  require  that  various 
items  of  lifesaving,  firefighting  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  equipment,  construction, 
and  materials  used  on  board  vessels 
subject  to  Coast  Guard  inspection,  on 
certain  motorboats  and  other  recrea¬ 
tional  vessels,  and  on  the  artificial 
islands  and  fixed  structures  on  the  outer 
Continental  Shelf  be  of  types  approved 
by  the  Commandant,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard.  The  purpose  of  this  document  is 
to  notify  all  interested  persons  that  cer¬ 
tain  approvals  have  been  granted  as 
herein  described  during  the  period 
from  October  2,  1974  to  October  15,  1974 
(List  No.  21-74).  These  actions  were 
taken  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
set  forth  in  46  CFR  2.75-1  to  2.75-50. 

2.  The  statutory  authority  for  equip¬ 
ment,  construction,  and  material  ap¬ 
provals  is  generally  set  forth  in  sections 
367,  375,  390b,  416,  481,  489,  526,  and  1333 
of  Title  46,  United  States  Code,  section 
1333  of  Title  43,  United  States  Code,  and 
section  198  of  Title  50,  United  States 
Code,  The  Secretary  of  Transportation 
has  delegated  authority  to  the 
Commandant,  U.S,  Coast  Guard  with 
respect  to  these  approvals  (46  CFR 
1.46(b)),  The  specifications  prescribed 
by  the  Commandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
for  certain  types  of  equipment,  construc¬ 
tion,  and  materials  are  set  forth  in  46 
CFR  Parts  160  to  164. 

3.  The  approvals  listed  in  this  docu¬ 
ment  shall  be  in  effect  for  a  period  of  5 
years  from  the  date  of  Issuance,  imless 
sooner  cancelled  or  suspended  by  proper 
authority. 

Gas  Masks,  Self-Contained  Breathing 
Apparatus,  and  Supplied-Air  Respira¬ 
tors,  FOR  Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.011/42/1,  M-S-A  Air 
Mask,  demand  type,  with  Clearvue 
Facepiece  and  Cfieartone  Speaking 
Diaphragm,  Part  No.  95066,  and  Ultravue 
Facepiece  (Part  No.  457153),  self- 
cont^ed  one-half-hour  compressed 
air  breathing  apparatus,  at  least  one 
extra  fully  charged  cylinder  of  breathing 
air  to  be  included  as  part  of  the 
complete  unit.  Bureau  of  Mines  Approved 
No.  13E-10,  National  Institute  of  Oc¬ 


cupational  Safety  and  Health 
T.C.-13P-29,  and  MSA  assembly  dwg. 
No.  D-95066,  revision  2  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  17,  1969,  manufactured  by  Mine 
Safety  Appliances  Company,  201  North 
Braddock  Avenue,  Pittsburgh,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  15208,  effective  October  2,  1974. 
(It  supersedes  Approval  No.  160.011/42/0 
dated  April  7, 1970.) 

Approval  No.  160.011/45/0,  M-S-A 
Air  Mask,  pressure  demand  type,  with 
Clearvue  Facepiece  and  Cleartone  Speak¬ 
ing  Diaphragm,  Part  No.  95069,  self- 
contained  one-half-hour  compressed  air 
breathing  apparatus,  at  least  one  extra 
fully  charged  cylinder  of  breathing 
air  to  be  included  as  part  of  the  complete 
imit.  Bureau  of  Mines  Approval  No.  13E- 
10,  National  Institute  of  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  T.C.-13F-30,  and  MSA 
assembly  dwg.  No.  D-95069,  revision  5 
dated  February  14,  1969,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Mine  Safety  Appliances  Com¬ 
pany,  201  North  Braddock  Avenue, 
Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  15208  effective 
October  2,  1974.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  160.011/45/0  dated  April  7, 1970.) 

Davits  for  Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.032/196/0,  Type  SS 
1401  small  survival  capsule  launching 
system  (winch-type) ;  approved  as  an  al¬ 
ternate  to  a  lifeboat  davit  for  a  maximum 
working  load  of  6,000  lbs.  on  a  single 
fall;  identified  by  general  arrangement 
drawing  SS  1401,  revision  A  dated 
June  19,  1974,  system  does  not  comprise 
an  installation  suitable  or  acceptable  in 
a  hazardous  location  as  defined  by  46 
CFR  111.80-5,  approved  for  installation 
with  the  Model  LS-555  DS  lifeboat  winch 
(Approval  160.015/106/0)  made  by  Lake 
Shore,  Inc.,  for  use  on  artificial  islands, 
fixed  structures,  drill  rigs,  both  self-pro¬ 
pelled  and  semisubmersible  and  nonself- 
propelled,  manufactured  by  Whittaker 
Corporation,  5159  Baltimore  Drive,  La 
Mesa,  California  92041,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  7,  1974. 

Lifeboats 

Approval  No.  160.035/342/2,  24.0'  x  8.0' 
X  3.5'  aluminum,  hand-propelled  lifeboat, 
40-person  capacity,  identified  by  con¬ 
struction  and  arrangement  dwg.  No.  24- 
9F,  Rev.  -C  dated  July  3,  1969,  46  CFR 
160.035-13 (c)  Marking,  Weights:  Condi¬ 
tion  “A”=2,900  poxmds;  Condition  “B”= 
10,300  pounds,  manufactured  by  Marine 
Safety  Equipment  Corporation,  Foot  of 
Wycoff  Road,  Farmingdale,  New  Jersey 
07727,  effective  October  15,  1974.  (It  is 
an  extension  of  Approval  No.  160.035/ 
342/2  dated  December  18,  1969.) 

Special  Purpose  Water  Safety 
Buoyant  Devices 

Approval  No.  160.064/275/2,  adult 
small.  Model  No.  3950,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  38,  Type 
in  PFD,  manufactured  by  Ero  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  714  West  Monroe  Street, 
(Chicago,  Illinois  60606,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  3,  1974.  (It  supersedes  Approval  No. 
160.064/275/1  dated  July  31, 1974  to  show 
change  in  PFD  type  and  Model.) 


Approval  No.  160.064/276/2,  adult 
medium.  Model  No.  3945,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  38,  Type 
m  PPD,  manufactured  by  Ero  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  714  West  Monroe  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60606,  effective  October  3, 
1974.  (It  supersedes  Approval  No. 
160.064/276/1  dated  July  31,  1974  to 
show  change  in  PFD  type  and  Model.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/277/2,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  3940,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  38,  Type 
in  PFD,  manufactured  by  Ero  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  714  West  Monroe  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60606,  effective  October  3, 
1974.  (It  supersedes  Approval  No. 
160.064/277/1  dated  July  31, 1974  to  show 
change  in  PFD  tsrpe  and  Model.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/278/1,  adult 
small.  Model  No.  63226  Small  cloth  cov¬ 
ered  unicellular  plastic  foam  “Yachts¬ 
man’s  Vest”,  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  48, 
Type  m  PFD,  manufactured  by  Ero  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  308  S.  William  Street, 
Hazlehurst,  Georgia  31539,  for  Sears, 
Roebuck  and  Company,  925  S.  Homan 
Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60607,  effective 
(October  3,  1974.  It  supersedes  AM>roval 
No.  160.064/278/1  dated  July  31,  1974  to 
show  change  in  PFD  type.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/279/1,  adult 
medium.  Model  No.  ,63226  MED,  cloth 
covered  unicellular  plastic  foam  “Yachts¬ 
man’s  Vest”,  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  48,-  Type 
HI  PFD,  manufactured  by  Ero  Industries, 
Inc.,  308  S.  William  Street,  Hazlehm^t, 
Georgia  31539,  for  Sears,  Roebuck  and 
Company,  925  S.  Homan  Avenue,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60607,  effective  October  3, 
1974.  (It  supersedes  Approval  No.  160.- 
064/279/1  dated  July  31,  1974  to  show 
change  in  PFD  type.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/280/1,  adult  large. 
Model  No.  63226  LGE,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Yachtsman’s 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  48,  Type  ni 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Ero  Industries, 
Inc.,  308  S.  William  Street,  Hazlehurst, 
Georgia  31539,  for  Sears,  Roebuck  and 
Company,  925  S.  Homan  Avenue,  Chicago, 
Blinois  60521,  effective  October  8,  1974. 
(It  supersedes  Approval  No.  160.064/280/1 
dated  July  31,  1974  to  show  change  in 
PFD  type.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/435/0,  adult 
X-large,  Model  No.  ACG  800,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  Type 
III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrionics, 
Inc.,  West  Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illi¬ 
nois  61880,  for  American  Cotton  Yams, 
Inc.,  240  W.  Shore  Boulevard,  Hinsdale. 
Illinois  60521,  effective  October  8, 1974. 
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Approval  No.  160.064/436/0,  adult 
large.  Modd  No.  ACG  700.  vinyl  dUved 
unicellular  plastic  foam  "Ski  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
UJS.C.O.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  Type 
m’  PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrloni^, 
Inc.,  West  AusUn  Street,  Tolono,  Illi¬ 
nois  61880,  for  American  Cotton  Yams, 
Inc.,  240  West  Shore  Boulevard,  Hinsdale, 
Illinois  60521,  effective  October  8,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/437/0,  adult 
medivun.  Model  No.  ACG  650,  vinyl 
dipped  unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
UB.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UIi/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  Type 
in  PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrlonics, 
Inc.,  West  Austin  Street.  Tolono.  Illinois 
61880,  for  American  Cotton  Yams,  Inc., 
240  W.  Shore  Boulevard  Hinsdale,  Illinois 
60521,  effective  October  8, 1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/458/0,  adult 
small,  Model  No.  2002,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Flotation  Jacket”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
UB.C.Q.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  169,  Type 
in  PFD,  manufactured  by  The  Empress 
Corporation,  1144  South  San  Julian 
Street.  Los  Angeles,  California  90015,  for 
Midwest  Outerwear,  Inc.,  Port  Washing¬ 
ton.  Wisconsm  53074,  effective  October  9. 
1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/459/0,  adult 
medium.  Model  No.  2002,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Flotation 
Jacket”,  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ 
169,  Type  in  PFD,  manufactured  by  The 
Empress  Corporation,  1144  South  San 
Julian  Street,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90015,  for  Midwest  Outerwear,  Inc.,  Port 
Washington,  Wisconsin  53074,  effective 

Approvia  No.  160.064/460/0,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  2002,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Flotation  Jacket”, 
manufactiured  in  accordance  with 
n.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  169,  Type 
m  PFD,  manufactxu^d  by  Hie  Empress 
Corporation,  1144  South  San  Julian 
Street,  Los  Angeles.  California  90015,  for 
Midwest  Outerwear,  Inc.,  Port  Washing¬ 
ton,  Wisconsin  53074,  effective  October  9, 
1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/475/0,  child  XX- 
small.  Model  No.  PXS-G,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Swim  Vest”, 
manufacture  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/iro  report  file  No.  MQ  31,  Type 
m  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump 
Ski  Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley 
Road,  San  Diego,  California  92121,  for 
Taperflex  of  America,  558  Library  Street, 
San  Fernando,  California  91341,  effective 
October  10, 1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/476/0,  child  X- 
small.  Model  No.  PSS-G,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Swim  Vest”, 
manufacture  in  accordance  with 
UB.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  31,  Type 
rn  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N*  Jump 


Ski  Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley 
Road,  San  Diego,  California  92121,  for 
Taperflex  of  America,  558  Library  Street, 
San  Fernando,  California  91341,  effective 

OpfrthAr  ini  Q1A 

Approval  No  .160.064/481/0,  child  XX- 
small.  Model  No.  TXS-G,  vh^l  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Swim  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Spedflcation  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/IylD  report  file  No.  MQ  167,  Type 
in  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump 
Ski  Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley 
Road,  San  Diego,  California  92121,  for 
Taperpro  USA,  558  Library  Street,  San 
Fernando,  California  91341,  effective 
October  11, 1974. 

Aproval  No.  160.064/482/0,  child  X- 
small.  Model  No.  TSS-G,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Swim  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  167,  Type 
m  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  “N’  Jump 
Ski  Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley 
Road,  San  Diego,  California  92121,  for 
Taperpro  USA,  558  Library  Street,  San 
Fernando,  California  91341,  effective 
October  11,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/483/0,  child  XX- 
smaJl,  Model  No.  SR-P  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Swim  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.O.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  110,  Tsr^ 
m  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump 
Ski  Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley 
Road,  San  Diego,  California  9^121,  for 
Vogue  Ski  Company,  9416  E.  Grldley 
Avenue,  Temple  City,  California  91780, 
effective  October  11, 1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/484/0,  child  X- 
small.  Model  No.  SR-J,  vinyl  diiH>ed 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Swim  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Sul^art  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  110,  Type 
m  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump 
Ski  Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley 
Road,  San  Diego,  California  92121,  for 
Vogue  Ski  Company,  9416  E.  Gridley 
Avenue,  Temple  City,  California  91780, 
effective  October  11, 1974, 

Approval  No.  160.064/500/0,  adult 
medium.  Model  No.  AM,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Boating  and  Ski 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  182,  Tyfie 
m  PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrionics, 
Inc,,  West  Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illinois 
61880,  for  Miltco  Products  Corporation, 
139  Emerson  Place,  Brooklyn,  New  York 
11205,  effective  October  8,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/501/0,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  AL,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Boating  and  Ski 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G,  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  182,  Type 
HE  PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrionics, 
Inc.,  West  Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illinois 
61880,  for  Miltco  Products  Corporation, 
139  Emerson  Place,  Brooklyn,  New  York 
11205,  effective  October  8, 1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/502/0,  adult  X- 
large,  Model  No.  AXL,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 


cellular  plastic  foam  “Boating  and  Ski 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  repmii  file  No.  MQ  182,  Type 
m  PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrionics, 
Inc.,  West  Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illinois 
61880,  for  Miltco  Products  Corporation, 

139  Emerson  Place,  Brooklim,  New  York 
11205,  effective  October  8,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/521/0,  child  XX- 
small.  Model  No.  DVP,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Swim  Vest,”  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  114,  Type  HI  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Cut  “N'  Jump  Ski  Cor¬ 
poration,  11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road, 
San  Diego,  California  92121,  for  Biurbank 
Ski  Company,  1855  Victory  Place,  Bur¬ 
bank,  California  91504,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  11,  19'’4. 

Approval  No.  160.064/522/0,  child  X- 
small.  Model  No.  DVJ,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Swim  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  UJ3.C.G. 
^leclfication  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  114,  Type  m 
PFD,  msmufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jmnp  Ski 
Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road, 
San  Diego,  California  92121,  for  Btui>ank 
Sd  Company,  1855  Victory  Place,  Bm:- 
bank,  California  91504,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  11,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/591/0,  adult  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  SKV-2,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  "Ski  Vest", 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  UB. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  65,  Type  m  ' 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrionics,  Inc., 
West  Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illinois 
61880,  for  Nova  Products,  Inc.,  205  John- 
swi  Avenue,  Carrollton,  Georgia  30117, 
effective  October  8, 1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/592/0,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  SKV-3,  viriyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  Vest”,  man¬ 
ufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  65,  Type  in  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Fabrionics,  Inc.,  West 
Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illinois  61880,  for 
Nova  Products,  Inc.,  205  Johnson  Avenue, 
Carrollton,  Georgia  30117,  effective  Octo- 
l>6r  8  1974 

Aw>rovai  No.  160.064/593/0,  adult  X- 
large.  Model  No.  SKV-4,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  65,  Type  HI 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrionics,  Inc., 
West  Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illinois 
61880,  for  Nova  Products,  Inc.,  205  John¬ 
son  Avenue,  Carrollton,  Georgia  30117, 
effective  October  8,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/630/0,  adult.  Cat. 
No.  63221,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plas¬ 
tic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest”,  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specifica¬ 
tion  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report 
file  No.  MQ  48,  Type  H  PPD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Ero  Industries,  Inc.,  308  S.  Wil¬ 
liam  Street,  Hazlehurst,  Georgia  31539, 
for  Sears,  Roebuck  and  Company,  925  S. 
Homan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60607, 
effective  October  3,  1974, 
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Approval  No.  160.064/631/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Cat.  No.  63222,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  48,  Type  II 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Ero  Industries, 
Inc.,  308  S.  William  Street,  Hazlehurst, 
Georgia  31539,  for  Sears,  Roebuck  and 
Company,  925  S.  Homan  Avenue,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60607,  effective  October  3, 
1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/632/0,  child 
small.  Cat,  No.  63223,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  ‘“Buoyant  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  48,  Type  H 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Ero  Industries, 
Inc.,  308  S.  William  Street,  Hazlehurst, 
Georgia  31539,  for  Sears,  Roebuck  and 
Company,  925  S.  Homan  Avenue,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60607,  effective  October  3, 
1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/642/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  7209,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  189,  Type 
in  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  “N'  Jump 
Ski  Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley 
Road,  San  Diego,  California  92121,  for 
Medalist  Industries,  Inc.,  11525  Sorrento 
Valley  Road,  San  Diego,  California  92121, 
effective  October  9,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/643/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  SR-XS,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  110,  Type 
ni  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump 
Ski  Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley 
Road,  San  Diego,  California  92121,  for 
Vogue  Ski  Company,  9416  E.  Gridley  Ave¬ 
nue,  Temple  City,  California  91780,  effec¬ 
tive  October  11,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/644/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  VX75CG-XS,  vinyl 
dipped  unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water 
Ski  Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.- 
064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  110, 
Type  HI  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’ 
Jump  Ski  Corporation,  11525  Sorrento 
Valley  Road,  San  Diego,  California  92121, 
for  AMF  Voit,  Inc.,  3801  S.  Harbor  Boule¬ 
vard,  Santa  Ana,  California  92702,  effec¬ 
tive  October  9, 1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/645/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  PMS^,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G,  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  31,  Type 
HI  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump 
Ski  Corporation,  11525  ^rrento  Valley 
Roafi,  San  Diego,  California  92121,  for 
Taperflex  of  America,  558  Library  Street, 
San  Fernando,  California  91341,  effec¬ 
tive  October  10,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/646/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  TMS-G,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski 
Vest”,  manufactiired  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 


and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  167,  Type 
III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump 
Ski  Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley 
Road,  San  Diego,  California  92121,  for 
Taperpro  USA,  558  Library  Street,  San 
Fernando,  California  91341,  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  n,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/660/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  DV-XS,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  114,  Type 
in  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump 
Ski  Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley 
Road,  San  Diego,  California  92121,  for 
Burbank  Ski  Company,  1855  Victory 
Place,  Burbank,  California  91504,  effec¬ 
tive  October  11,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.064/661/0,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  7715,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  38,  Type  in  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Fabrionics,  Inc.,  West 
Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illinois  61880,  for 
Ero  Industries,  Inc.,  1934  N.  Washtenaw 
Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60647,  effective 
October  8, 1974. 

Dated :  November  26, 1974. 

D.  H.  Clifton, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Act¬ 
ing  Chief,  Office  of  Merchant 
Marine  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.74-28168  Plied  12-2-74;8:45  ami 


[CXID  74  282] 

EQUIPMENT,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND 
MATERIALS  APPROVAL 

1.  Certain  laws  and  regulations  (46 
CFR  CSiapter  I)  require  that  various 
items  of  lifesaving,  firefighting  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  equipment,  construction,  and 
materials  used  on  board  vessels  subject 
to  Coast  Guard  inspection,  on  certain 
motorboats  and  other  recreational  ves¬ 
sels,  and  on  the  artificial  islands  and 
fixed  structures  on  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  be  of  types  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  document  is  to  notify  all 
interested  persons  that  certain  approvals 
have  been  granted  as  herein  described 
during  the  period  from  October  15,  1974 
to  October  23,  1974  (List  No.  23-74). 
These  actions  were  taken  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  set  forth  in  46  CFR 
2.75-1  to  2.75-50. 

2.  The  statutory  authority  for  equip¬ 
ment,  construction,  and  material  ap¬ 
provals  is  generally  set  forth  in  sections 
367,  375,  390b,  416,  481,  489,  526p,  and 
1333  of  Title  46,  United  States  Code,  sec¬ 
tion  1333  of  Title  43,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  198  of  Title  50,  United  States 
Code.  The  Secretary  of  Transportation 
has  delegated  authority  to  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  with  respect 
to  these  approvals  (49  CFR  1.46(b) ) .  The 
specifications  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  for  certain 
types  of  equipment,  construction,  and 
materials  are  set  foilJi  in  46  CFR  Parts 
160  to  164. 


3.  The  approvals  listed  in  this  docu¬ 
ment  shall  be  in  effect  for  a  period  of  5 
years  from  the  date  of  issuance,  unless 
sooner  cancelled  or  suspended  by  proper 
authority. 

Life  Preservers,  Kapok,  AoimT  and  Child 
(Jacket  Type)  ,  Models  3  and  5 

Approval  No.  160.002/78/0,  Model  3, 
adult  kapok  lifep  reserver,  U.S.C.G.  Spec¬ 
ification  Subpart  160.002,  Tsnpe  I  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Style-Crafters,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  8277,  Station  A,  Greenville, 
South  Carolina  29604,  effective  October 
15,  1974.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Approval 
No.  160.002/78/0  dated  December  11, 
1969.) 

Approval  No.  160.002/79/0,  Model  5, 
child  kapok  life  preserver,  U.S.C.G.  Spec¬ 
ification  Subpart  160.002,  Type  I  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Style-Crafters,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  8277,  Station  A,  Greenville, 
South  Carolina  29604,  effective  October 
15,  1974.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Approval 
No.  160.002/79/0  dated  December  11, 
1969.) 

Approval  No.  160.002/102/0,  Model  3, 
adult  kapok  Ufe  preserver,  U.S.C.G-  Spec¬ 
ification  Subpart  160.002,  Type  I  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Buddy  Schoellkopf 
Products,  Inc.,  4100  Platinum  Way,  Dal¬ 
las,  Texas  75237  &  Mineola,  Texas  75773, 
effective  October  15,  1974.  (It  is  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  Approval  No.  160.002/102/0 
dated  December  11, 1969.) 

Approval  No.  160.002/103/0,  Model  5, 
child  kapok  life  preserver,  U.S.C.G.  Spec¬ 
ification  Subpart  160.002,  Type  I  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Bud(^  Schoellkopf 
Products,  Inc.,  4100  Platinum  Way,  Dal¬ 
las,  Texas  75237  &  Mineola,  Texas  75773, 
effective  October  15,  1974.  (It  is  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  Approval  No.  160.002/103/0 
dated  December  11, 1969.) 

Lifeboats 

Approval  No.  160.035/479/0,  24.0'  x  8.0' 
x  3.5'  P.R.P.,  motor-propelled  lifeboat, 
without  radio  cabin  (Class  2) ,  37-person 
capacity,  identified  by  construction  and 
arrangement  dwg.  No.  P-24-LE,  Rev.  A 
dated  September  12,  1974,  Marking, 
Weights:  Condition  “A”=4,265  pounds; 
Condition  “B”=l  1,328  poimds,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Marine  Safety  Equipment  Cor¬ 
poration,  Foot  of  Wycoff  Road,  Farming- 
dale,  New  Jersey  07727,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  23,  1974. 

Approval  No.  160.035/480/0,  Model 
2801,  14.0'  diameter  x  4.8'  depth  fibrous 
glass  reinforced  plastic  (FRP)  motor- 
propelled,  totally  enclosed  “Brucker” 
survival  capsule  fitted  with  Farymanns 
30M  engine,  28-person  capacity,  as  alter¬ 
nate  for  lifeboat,  inflatable  life  raft  or 
life  float  identified  by  general  and  equip¬ 
ment  arrangement  dwg.  No.  CA2801-101, 
Rev,  A  dated  October  17, 1974  and  Master 
Drawing  List,  Rev.  B  dated  October  17, 
1974,  approved  for  use  only  on  artificial 
islands,  fixed  structures,  and  drilling  rigs, 
both  self-propelled  semi-submersible  and 
nonself -propelled.  Marking,  Weights: 
Condition  “A”= 4,350  poimds;  Condition 
“B”=9,562  pounds,  manufactured  by 
Whittaker  Corporation,  5159  Baltimore 
Drive,  La  Mesa,  California  92042,  effec¬ 
tive  October  22, 1974, 
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Buoys.  Life,  Ring,  Unicellulak  Plastic 

Amiroval  No.  160.050/71/0,  20-lnch 
unicellular  idastic  ring  life  buoy, 
U.S.C.a.  Specification  Subpart  160.050, 
dwg.  No.  12988,  revision  3  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  1959,  Type  IV  PPD,  manufac- 
tered  by  Calon  Rubber  Products  Com¬ 
pany,  1  New  Haven  Avenue,  Derby,  Con¬ 
necticut  06418,  effective  October  15, 1974. 
(It  is  an  extension  of  Approval  No. 
160.050/71/0  dated  December  5, 1969.) 

Approval  No.  160.050/72/0,  24-inch 
unicellular  plastic  ring  life  buoy, 
U.S.C.O.  Specification  Subpart  160.050, 
dwg.  No.  12988,  revision  3  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  30, 1959,  Type  IV  PPD,  manufactured 
by  Carlon  Rubber  Products  Company, 

1  New  Haven  Avenue,  Derby,  Connecticut 
06418,  effective  October  15,  1974.  (It  is 
an  extension  of  Approval  No.  160.050/ 
72/0  dated  December  5,  1969.) 

Approval  No,  160.050/73/0,  30-lnch 
unicellular  plastic  ring  life  buoy, 
U.S.C.G.  Sp>eciflcation  SiA>i)art  160.050, 
dwg.  No.  12988,  revision  3  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  1959,  Type  IV  PPD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Carlon  Rubber  Products  Com¬ 
pany,  1  New  Haven  Avenue,  Derby,  Con¬ 
necticut  06418,  effective  October  15, 1974. 
(It  is  an  extension  of  Aignoval  No. 
160.050/73/0  dated  December  5,  1969.) 

Approval  No.  160.050/87/0, 30-inch  ring 
life  buoy,  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Specification  Sub¬ 
part  160.050,  drawing  No.  930/9/74  dated 
September  6,  1974  and  Bill  of  Materials 
dated  September  6,  1974,  Type  IV  PPD, 
manufactured  by  Atlantic-Pacific  Manu- 
factiudng  Corporation,  124  Atlantic  Ave¬ 
nue,  Brooklyn,  New  York  11201,  effective 
October  23, 1974. 

Life  Preservers,  Unicellular  Plastic 
PoAM  Adult  and  Child  for  Merchant 
Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.055/100/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  8145,  unicellular  plastic  foam 
life  preserver,  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Specification 
Subpart  160.055  and  drawing  No.  8145/ 
12/73  dated  December  19,  1973,  Type  I 
PPD,  manufactured  by  Atlantic-Pacific 
Manufacturing  Corporation,  124  Atlantic 
Avenue,  Brookl3m.  New  York  11201,  effec¬ 
tive  October  23,  1974. 

Backfire  Flame  Control,  Gasoline 
Engines;  Engine  Air  and  Fuel  Induc¬ 
tion  Systems;  for  Merchant  Vessels 
AND  Motorboats 

Approval  No.  162.042/4/1,  OMC  20  and 
25  H.P.  powerheads,  OMC  Models  2QR73 
and  25R74,  fuel  induction  arrang^ent 
provides  backfire  flame  protection  equiv¬ 
alent  to  that  of  an  effective  backfire  flame 
arrester,  uses  Reed  Valve  Air  Induction, 
revised  to  be  used  for  both  20  and  25  H.P. 
powerheads,  addition  of  drain  valve  only 
modifications,  manufactured  by  Out¬ 
board  Marine  Corporation,  300  Pershing 


Road,  Waukegan,  Illinois  60086,  effective 
October  15, 1974.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  162.042/4/0  dated  July  9,  1968  to 
show  revision.) 

Dated:  November  27,  1974. 

D.  H.  CTlifton, 

Captain,  U.  S.  Coast  Guard,  Act¬ 
ing  Chief,  Office  of  Merchant 
Marine  Safety. 

[PR  Doc.74-28171  Piled  12-2-74;8:45  amj 


Coast  Guard 
[COD  11-74-lRl 

SAN  MATEO  POINT,  SAN  CLEMENTE. 

CALIF. 

Termination  of  Security  Zone 

Acting  under  the  authority  of  the  Act 
of  June  15,  1917  (40  Stat.  220),  as 
amended,  Executive,  Order  10173  as 
amended  by  Executive  Orders  10277, 
10352  and  11249,  and  the  regulations  in 
Part  6,  Chapter  1,  Title  33,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  RegulsjJons,  as  Commander,  Elev¬ 
enth  Coast  Guard  District,  I  hereby  ter¬ 
minate  the  San  Mateo  Point  Security 
Zone.  This  zone  is  l(x:ated  in  the  Pa¬ 
cific  Ocean  offshore  from  San  Mateo 
Point,  San  Clemente,  California.  It  was 
established  on  August  6,  1969,  and  pub¬ 
lished  on  page  13437  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  August  20, 1969,  and  republished 
with  minor  changes  on  page  440  of  the 
Federal  Register  of  January  13, 1970. 

Effective  date:  This  action  is  effective 
November  15, 1974. 

Dated:  November  15, 1974. 

Joseph  R.  Steele, 
Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard. 
Commander,  Eleventh  Coast 
Guard  District. 

[PR  Doc.74-28165  Plied  12-2-74:8:45  amJ 


Highway  Safety  Act  Sanctions  Review 
Board 

[Docket  74-37;  Notice  No.  5] 

PUERTO  RICO 
Correction 

In  the  notice  of  hearing  postponement 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
November  25,  1974,  at  39  PR  41196,  the 
date  of  postponement  was  Incorrectly 
given  as  April  15,  1975.  The  correct  date 
is  AprU  16. 1975. 

(23  U.S.C.  402;  23  CFR  1206) 

Issued  on  November  27, 1974. 

Glenn  J.  Sedam, 
Presiding  Officer, 
Sanctions  Hearing  Board. 

[PR  Doe.74-28217  Piled  12-2-74;8:4S  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

[Docket  No.  24311;  Order  74-11-1461 

THE  FLYING  TIGER  LINE  INC.,  AND 
TRANSMERIDIAN  AIR  CARGO  UMITED, 

ET  AL 

Order  Denying  Petition  for  Reconsideration 
and  Deferring  Action 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  27th  day  of  November,  1974. 

By  Order  73-4-109,  April  26,  1973,  the 
Board  denied  the  Joint  request  of  The 
Plying  Tiger  Line  Inc.  (PTL)  and 
TMAC^  that  Uie  Board  disclaim  Juris¬ 
diction  over  transactions  arising  from 
various  agreements  between  the  parties 
which  involve  (1)  leases  by  TMAC  wltJa 
option  to  purchase  seven  PTL  CL-44  air- 
craft,  engines,  and  spare  parts,  and  (2) 
PTL’s  acquisition  of  control  of  TMAC. 
Further,  the  Board  expressly  noted  that 
the  applicants  were  free  to  request  spe¬ 
cific  rdlef  imder  Title  IV  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (the 
Act). 

Petitioners  now  request  that  the  Board, 
in  exercising  its  Jurisdiction,  grant  some 
form  of  relief,  without  hearing,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Title  IV  of  the  Act.* 

With  respect  to  the  threshold  question 
of  the  Bocud's  Jurisdiction  over  the  sub¬ 
ject  transaction,  the  petlticm  is  not  based, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  either  on  allegatimis 
as  to  the  consequences  which  would  re¬ 
sult  from  the  Board’s  order,  or  on  new 
matter.*  It  merely  recites  petitioners’  dis¬ 
agreement  with  the  Board’s  cxmclusions 
and  restates  the  cont^tions  of  the  ap- 
plicatiiHi.  We  believe  no  useful  purpose 
would  be  served  in  repeating  our  views 
as  set  forth  in  Order  73-4-109,  supra,  to 
the  effect  that,  on  the  facts  of  record, 
the  Board  would  not  be  warranted  in  dis¬ 
claiming  Jurisdiction. 

Turning  to  petitlcmers’  requests  for  re¬ 
lief  pursuant  to  Title  IV  of  the  Act,  we 
find  that  the  request  for  an  exemption 
pursuant  to  section  416(b)  of  the  Act 

1  TMAC  refers  to  a  combine  of  Interests,  In¬ 
cluding  Transmerldlan  Air  Cargo  Limited 
(TMA),  Transworld  Leasing  Ltd.  (TWL), 
British  Air  Ferries  (BAF)  and  Mr.  T.  D. 
Keegan. 

*  While  reasserting  their  position  that  the 
Board  Improperly  assumed  Jurisdiction  over 
the  transactions,  petitioners  formally  state 
that  they  would  not  contest  the  assertion  by 
the  Board  of  Jurisdiction  over  part  or  all  of 
the  subject  transaction.  They  refer  to  the 
application  as  containing  “all  of  the  neces¬ 
sary  Information  normally  required  by  the 
Board  when  reaching  a  decision  on  a  TlUe  IV 
request,*'  and  suggest  that,  as  to  TMAC,  the 
BMurd  could  approve  the  subject  transaction 
undo:  the  third  proviso  of  section  408(b)  of 
the  Act  without  a  hearing. 

*  Rule  37  of  the  Board’s  Rules  of  Practice 
In  Economic  Proceedings. 
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is  not  supported  by  a  due  showing  that 
the  requirements  thereof  have  been  met. 
Neither  is  the  exemption  available  to 
TMAC,  since  the  latter  is  not  an  air  car¬ 
rier  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act.  The 
only  remaining  relief  requested  by  the 
petitioners  involves  the  grant  of  approval 
without  a  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
subject  transactions. 

Insofar  as  the  arrangements  herein  in¬ 
volve  TMAC’s  leasing,  with  option  to  pur¬ 
chase,  PTL’s  CLi-44  aircraft,  it  does  not 
appear  that  they  will  result  in  any  im¬ 
pairment  of  PTL’s  ability  to  perform  its 
certificate  obligations.  Further,  the  air¬ 
craft,  having  been  retired  by  PTL  since 
1969,  are  surplus  to  the  air  carrier’s 
needs,  and  their  disposition  may  permit 
the  ultimate  recovery  of  FTL’s  invest¬ 
ment  in  the  aircraft.*  In  these  circum¬ 
stances,  we  tentatively  find  that  TMAC’s 
leasing  of  FTL’s  aircraft  is  not  inconsist¬ 
ent  with  the  public  interest. 

Turning  now  to  the  effect  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transactions  on  the  relationship 
between  FTL  and  TMAC,  in  Order  73-4- 
109  we  stated  that  various  elements  of 
the  proposed  arrangement  between  the 
parties  pointed  to  the  possible  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  control  by  PTL  of  TMAC  wdth 
the  meaning  of  section  408(a)  (6)  of  the 
Act.  We  adhere  to  that  view.  However  we 
have  tentatively  determined  to  approve 
such  relationship  to  the  extent  that  it 
does  amount  to  control  by  PTL  of 
TMAC.* 

It  appears  that  ’TMAC’s  authorized  air 
services,  including  its  recently  acquired 
award  of  substantial  scheduled  car-ferry 
rights  between  England  and  Switzerland, 
have  created  a  substantial  need  for  air- 
craft  of  the  type  herein  provided  by  FTL 
in  order  to  conduct  its  current  operations 
and  for  future  requirements.  Further,  it 
appears  that  the  creditor-debtor  rela¬ 
tionship  established  by  the  agreements 
herein  was  a  vital  element  in  the  con¬ 
summation  of  the  transaction.  Moreover, 
as  discussed  above,  the  transactions  may 
permit  the  recovery  of  FTL’s  investment 
in  the  aircraft.  ’The  Board  therefore 
tentatively  concludes  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  permit  temporarily  the 
acquisition  of  control  of  ’TMAC  by  FTL 
to  the  extent  that  it  exists  by  reason  of 
the  creditor-debtor  relationships  inher¬ 
ent  in  the  transaction  arrangements 
between  them. 

Further,  we  tentatively  find  that  the 
acquisition  of  control  of  ’TMAC  by  TFL 
will  not  jeopardize  another  air  carrier 


« Cf.  Seabord  World  Airlines,  Inc.  and  Ko¬ 
rean  Air  Lines  Company  Ltd.,  Order  72-12- 
60,  December  12,  1972,  and  Transglobe  Air¬ 
ways  Limited  and  Seabord  World  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Order  E-26388,  July  7,  1967. 

»As  Indicated  In  Order  73-4-109,  we  do 
not  regard  the  terms  of  FTL’s  assignment  to 
a  third  party  or  parties  of  Its  rights,  powers, 
and  Interests  under  the  various  c^reements 
with  TMAC  as  Insulating  the  control  rela¬ 
tionship  herein  from  the  Board’s  jurisdiction. 
Nor  do  we  regard  the  assignment  as  an  ar¬ 
rangement  for  the  divestiture  of  FTL’s  con¬ 
trol  that  is  adequate  to  vindicate  the  public 
interest.  (See  REA  Air  Freight  Forwarding, 
Control  and  Interlocking  Relationships  In- 
v^lgation.  Order  74-6-116,  June  26,  1974.) 


not  a  party  to  the  arrangement.  The 
present  operations  of  the  ’TMAC  group 
are  extremely  limited  vis-a-vis  air  serv¬ 
ice  to  or  from  the  United  States.  ’TMA  is 
limited  to  10  one-way  fiights  per  year 
for  a  period  of  five  years  in  its  all-cargo 
charter  operations  between  the  United 
States  and  the  United  Kingdom,  and  its 
wholly  owned  subsidiary,  BAP,  is  pres¬ 
ently  limited  to  operations  between  the 
United  Kingdom  and  Western  European 
countries.  Although  TMA’s  authority  to 
serve  the  U.S.  includes  service  to  points 
in  the  U.S.  which  PTL  also  serves,  such 
authority  is  exceedingly  limited.  Further, 
PTTi  is  not  authorized  to  provide  service 
to  any  point  outside  the  U.S.  which  is 
also  served  by  the  TMAC  group.  It  does 
not  appear,  therefore,  that  the  arrange¬ 
ments  herein  are  designed  or  likely  to 
extend  appreciably,  if  at  all,  FTL’s  route 
system  in  the  guise  of  assisting  a  foreign 
carrier.  Further,  no  U.S.-fiag  carrier  has 
raised  any  objections,  and  the  possibility 
of  any  significant  adverse  affect  on  any 
air  carrier  appears  remote. 

’ITie  Board’s  proposed  action  herein 
contemplates  the  imposition  of  various 
conditions. 

First,  one  requirement  of  the  Loan 
Agreement,  viz.,  that  TMAC  make  pay- 
ments  on  its  indebtedness  to  PTL  of 
50%  of  the  former’s  annual  profits  in 
excess  of  50,000-pounds  sterling  over  a 
possible  period  of  six  years,  poses  a 
serious  problem  to  the  Board.  FTL’s  stake 
in  ’TMAC’s  profit  would  cause  FTL  to 
have  a  joint  financial  interest  with 
TMAC  in  the  conduct  of  the  latter’s 
business  and  air  operations.  These  cir¬ 
cumstances  could  possibly  lead  to  abuses 
of  the  carriers’  respective  operating  au¬ 
thority  and  present  obstacles  to  the 
sound  regulation  of  PTL,  as  an  air  car¬ 
rier,  and  of  TMA,  as  a  foreign  air  carrier. 
In  addition,  this  arrangement  may  pos¬ 
sibly  involve  Interference  with  TMA’s 
independent  fiscal  management  of  its 
own  affairs.  ’Therefore,  we  shall  prohibit 
any  payments  to  PTL  by  TMAC  which 
are  based  on  a  percentage  of  the  latter’s 
profits.’^ 

Second,  we  believe  that  such  additional 
conditions  would  be  warranted  as  have 
heretofore  been  required  by  the  Board 
in  similar  circumstances.*  In  view  of  the 
Board’s  policy  relating  to  the  acquisition 
of  control  by  a  U.S.  air  carrier  of  a 
foreign  airline,  we  will  require  that  any 
proposed  changes  in  the  relationships 
between  PTL  and  ’TMAC,  other  than 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  agreements,  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Board  for  approval  before  consumma¬ 
tion,*  Also,  in  this  connection,  we  will 


’’  Cf.  SCA  Services,  Inc.  et  al.,  Order  72-6-82, 
June  20,  1972.  However,  this  condition  Is  not 
intended  to  affect  FTL’s  sharing  in  at  least 
50%  of  the  proceeds  from  new  shares  issued 
if  a  public  offering  is  made  of  TMA’s  shares 
of  stock  and  applied  to  the  extinguishment  of 
TMAC’s  indebtedness  to  FTL. 

•See  Order  73-4-48,  supra,  and  Order  74- 
7-97,  supra. 

•  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc.,  Order 
E-26416,  July  13, 1967. 


include  a  requirement  for  the  filing  of 
reports  relating  to  interline  traffic, 
shared  expenses,  and  other  intercarrier 
transactions  between  PTL  and  ’TMAC 
and  their  subsidiaries  or  affiliates  as  long 
as  the  control  relationship  exists.'"  Fur¬ 
ther,  in  order  to  avoid  any  further  link¬ 
ing  of  PTL’s  and  TMAC’s  route  systems, 
we  will  provide  in  the  final  order  that, 
in  the  absence  of  a  prior  Board  order 
to  the  contrary,  the  Board’s  approvals  of 
the  transactions  herein  will  automati¬ 
cally  terminate  upon  the  inauguration  of 
air  service  by  FTL  to  any  point  (other 
than  in  the  U.S.)  which  ’TMAC  is  now 
or  later  becomes  authorized  to  serve, 
upon  the  inauguration  of  scheduled  air 
service  by  TMAC  to  any  point  which 
FTL  is  or  later  becomes  authorized  to 
serve,  or  upon  the  expansion  of  TMAC’s 
existing  authorization  to  serve  the  United 
States.’* 

We  will  retain  jurisdiction  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  for  the  purpose  of  reexamining 
the  final  order  of  approval  and  for  im¬ 
posing  such-  further  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  as  may  be  foimd  to  be  just  and 
reasonable.  In  this  connection,  the 
Board  will  have  an  additional  opportun¬ 
ity  to  review  the  relationship  between 
FTL  and  ’TMAC  in  any  future  section 
402  proceeding  to  renew  the  foreign  air 
carrier  permit  of  ’TMAC  which  expires 
by  its  terms  on  February  10,  1976. 

The  parties  should  also  be  on  notice 
that  the  provisions  of  Sec.  399.82  of  the 
Board’s  regulations  will  be  considered 
applicable  to  the  relationship  between 
FITj  and  TMAC,  and  we  expect  all  par¬ 
ties  to  comply  with  the  minimum  safe¬ 
guards  established  by  the  Board  under 
that  policy  statement  to  foreclose  TMAC 
from  passing  off  its  services  as  those  of 
FTL,  or  vice  versa.^ 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  we  tenta¬ 
tively  find  that  the  transactions  involv¬ 
ing  the  leasing,  with  option  to  purchase, 
by  TMAC  of  FTL’s  aircraft,  and  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  control  of  ’TMAC  by  FTL 
arising  from  the  arrangements  between 
FTL  and  TMAC,  which  are  the  subject 
of  the  present  application,  will  not  result 
in  creating  a  monopoly  and  thereby  re¬ 
strain  competition  or  jeopardize  another 
air  carrier  not  a  party  to  the  transac¬ 
tions,  will  not  be  inconsistent  with  the 
public  interest,’*  and  that  such  trans¬ 
actions  should  therefore  be  approved 
under  section  408  of  the  Act,  subject  to 
the  conditions  discussed  above. 


See  Pan  American  Acquisition  of  LACSA, 
35  CAB  343  (1962). 

•^In  this  connection,  we  will  require  FTL 
and  TMAC  to  report  within  10  days  any 
application  by  TMAC  to  Its  government  for 
authority  to  provide  scheduled  services  to 
any  points  served  by  FTL.  (See  Pan  American 
World  Airways,  Inc.,  supra.) 

’•The  final  order  of  approval  will  also  In¬ 
clude  the  standard  condition  that  our  de¬ 
termination  herein  shall  not  constitute  a 
finding  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the 
transaction  for  ratemaklng  or  other  regula¬ 
tory  purposes. 

“To  the  extent  the  arrangements  are 
conditioned  as  noted  above. 
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The  Board  further  finds,  under  the 
third  proviso  of  section  408(b),  that  the 
transactions  involving  the  leasing  with 
option  to  purchase  by  TMAC  of  FTL’s 
aircraft,  and  the  creditor-debtor  rela¬ 
tionships  between  FTL  and  TMAC  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  subject  aircraft  sale 
transaction,  and  the  other  provisions  of 
the  agreement  do  not  affect  the  control 
of  an  air  carrier  directly  engaged  in  the 
operation  of  aircraft  in  air  transporta¬ 
tion,  do  not  result  in  creating  a  monop¬ 
oly.  and  do  not  restrain  competition. 
Furthermore,  no  person  disclosing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  proceeding  is 
currently  requesting  a  hearing.  The 
Board  therefore  concludes  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  does  not  require  a  hearing. 

The  Board  also  finds  that  the  arrange¬ 
ment,  pursuant  to  which  FTL  will  pro¬ 
vide  TMAC  with  spare  parts,  may  con¬ 
stitute  a  cooperative  working  arrange¬ 
ment  subject  to  the  Board’s  jurisdiction 
under  section  412  of  the  Act.  The  Board 
tentatively  finds,  nevertheless,  that 
such  arrangement  will  not  be  adverse  to 
the  public  interest  nor  in  violation  of  the 
Act  and  therefore  should  be  {^proved 
pursuant  to  section  412. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That:  1.  Pe¬ 
titioners’  request  for  reconsideration  of 
Order  73-4-109,  April  26,  1973,  denying 
disclaimer  of  jurisdiction,  be  and  it 
hereby  is  denied; 

2.  Petitioners’  request  for  an  exemp¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  416(b)  of  the 
Act,  be  and  it  hereby  is  denied; 

3.  Board  action  with  respect  to  peti¬ 
tioners’  request  for  approval  of  the 
transactions  herein  be  and  it  hereby  is 
deferred;  / 

4.  Interested  persons  are  hereby  af¬ 
forded  a  period  of  ten  (10)  days  from 
date  of  service  of  this  order  within  which 
to  file  comments  with  respect  to  the 
Board’s  proposed  action  on  the  petition 
in  Docket  24311;'*  and 

5.  The  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  furnished  a  copy  of  this 
order  within  one  day  of  publication. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.74-28194  Piled  12-2-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  26977] 

NEW  YORK-RIO  DE  JANEIRO- 
JOHANNESBURG  CASE 

Postponement  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hearing 
In  the  above-entitled  proceeding  has 
been  postponed,  at  the  request  of  Pan 
American  World  Airways,  Inc.,  from  De¬ 
cember  10,  1974,  (39  FR  40812,  Novem¬ 
ber  20,  1974),  to  December  16,  1974,  at 


Comments  shall  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Bocud’s  RvUes  of  Practice 
for  filing  comments.  Further,  since  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  file  comments  is  provided,  peti¬ 
tions  for  reconsideration  of  this  wder  will 
not  be  entertained. 


10  ajn.  (local  time) .  in  Room  1031,  North 
Universal  Building,  1875  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW,  Washington,  P.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Novem¬ 
ber  26,  1974. 

[SEAL]  Milton  H.  Shapiro, 

AdmirUstrative  Law  Judge, 

[PR  Doc.74-28ie3  PUed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 

[Dockets  Nos.  26987,  26992,  2702S;  Order 
74-11-147] 

PAN  AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS,  INC. 
Order  Denying  Petition  for  Reconsideratipn 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  27th  day  of  November,  1974. 

By  joint  petition  filed  October  3,  1974 
the  Legislature  of  American  Samoa 
(L^uslature)  and  the  Director  of  Ter¬ 
ritorial  Affairs,  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  on  behalf  of  the  Government  of 
American  Samoa.  (Director)  request  that 
the  Board  reconsider  its  decision  in 
Order  74-9-43.  By  that  order,  the  Board 
dismissed  complaints  filed  by  the  Leg¬ 
islature  and  the  Director  which  re¬ 
quested  suspension  and  investigation  of 
increases  in  fares  to  Pago  Pago  proposed 
by  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. 
(Pan  American)  on  the  groimd  that  the 
increases  were  not  justified  and  that  Pan 
American  had  not  shown  a  need  therefor. 

In  their  petition  for  reconsideration, 
the  complainants  assert  that  the  hypo¬ 
thetical  load  factor  of  55  percent  em¬ 
ployed  by  Pan  American  in  its  justifica¬ 
tion  was  erroneous  and  should  have  been 
higher,  with  consequent  downward  ad¬ 
justments  in  various  costs;  that  the 
Board  should  have  required  cost  data  for 
the  particular  market  Involved;  that  the 
effect  on  Pan  American  of  lATA  inter¬ 
national  fare  increases  in  Pacific  mar¬ 
kets  should  have  been  taken  into  con¬ 
sideration;  and  that  the  elasticity  factor 
used  by  Pan  American  was  unrealistic. 
It  is  also  alleged  that  Pan  American 
should  have  been  required  to  explain  the 
basis  for  its  estimate  of  the  effect  of  the 
fare  increases  on  traffic  and  revenue 
and  that  its  rate  of  retmm  for  the  Pacific 
area  is  excessive  inasmuch  as  it  will  not 
pay  income  taxes  this  year. 

The  ccHnplainants  further  allege  that 
the  Board  should  have  given  consider¬ 
ation  to  the  alleged  detrimental  effect  of 
the  increased  fares  on  the  tourist  in¬ 
dustry  and  general  economy  of  American 
Samoa;  that  the  Board  erroneously  ap¬ 
plied  its  Phase  9,  Domestic  Passenger- 
Fare  Investigation  formula  to  the  Pago 
Pago  market;  that  the  Board  should  not 
have  relied  on  the  fact  that  higher- 
volume  markets  (such  as  the  mainland- 
Hawaii  market)  historically  have  lower 
unit  costs  per  passenger-mile  than  small- 
volume  markets  ie.g.,  the  Pago  Pago 
market) ;  and  that  the  grater  “taper” 
of  costs  with  jet  aircraft  vis-a-vis  those 
for  the  piston  aircraft  in  use  when  the 
service  was  inaugurated  should  have 
been  given  consideration. 

Pan  American  has  answered,  alleging 
that  the  petitioners  present  no  new  fac¬ 


tual  information  which  would  warrant 
reconsideration  of  the  Board’s  order. 
Pan  American  alleges  that  the  facts  the 
Board  cited  in  its  order  create  a  prima 
facte  case  in  favor  of  the  increases;  and 
that  an  expensive  hearing  on  the  new 
rates  would  be  unnecessary.  Additionally, 
Pan  American  contends  that  each 
market  should  be  priced  to  afford  the 
carrier  a  sufficient  aftertax  return,  and 
the  fact  that  the  carrier  may,  for  one 
reason  or  another,  have  substantial 
losses  in  other  markets  is  irrelevant. 

Further,  regarding  the  impact  on 
traffic  of  the  proposed  Increases,  Fan 
American  reiterate  its  assessment  that 
travel  in  the  U.S.-Samoa  market  is  pri¬ 
marily  business^  or  otherwise  has  a 
“must  go”  character,  and  thus  is  not 
price  elastic.  Pan  American  alleges  that 
the  $93.00  round-trip  increase  in  14/'23- 
day  economy  fares  will  not  significantly 
affect  tourist  traffic  since  most  Pago  Pago 
vacations  are  sold  as  packages,  and  it 
is  unlikely  that  a  tourist  lapping  for  a 
trip  would  even  perceive  the  increased 
fares  as  such.  Pan  American  also  alleges 
that  the  petitioners  would  have  the  in¬ 
ternational  traffic  subsidize  the  U.S.- 
Samoa  market  which  is  now  drastically 
underpriced. 

Upon  consideration  of  aU  relevant  mat¬ 
ters,  the  Board  concludes  that  the  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  of  Order  74-9-43 
does  not  establish  error  in  the  Board’s 
decision,  and  accordingly  the  petition 
will  be  denied. 

By  Order  74-9-43,  the  Board  dismissed 
the  petitioners’  complaint  essentially  in 
view  of  the  substantial  cost  increases 
Pan  American  had  experienced.  The 
economy-fare  Increase  approximated  the 
Increase  in  the  cost  of  fuel  experienced 
since  the  first  part  of  1973,  and  the  fares 
were  not  out  of  line  with  other  “domes¬ 
tic”  fares.  The  petitioners  are  correct 
that  the  Board  has  on  occasion  sus¬ 
pended  fare-increase  proposals  pending 
receipt  of  additional  Information.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Board  did  not  here  conclude 
that  a  sufficient  question  of  reasonable¬ 
ness  existed  to  warrant  suspension,  and 
the  petitioners  have  not  persuaded  us 
otherwise.  They  are  correct  that  jet  air¬ 
craft  are  inherently  more  economical  to 
operate  than  the  piston  aircraft  in  use 
in  1959  when  the  fares  where  first  estab¬ 
lished.  This  advantage,  however,  has 
been  outstripped  by  the  inflationary  in¬ 
crease  in  the  cost  of  virtually  all  items 
required  to  provide  air  transportation 
service. 

The  petitioners  allege  that  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  is  achieving  load  factors  in  excess 
of  the  hypothetical  55  percent  used  in  its 
justification.  However,  a  substantial  part 
of  its  load  factor  refiects  carriage  of 
through  international  traffic,  since  all 
service  to  Pago  Pago  is  provided  as  an 
intermediate  stop  on  through  flights  op¬ 
erating  beyond  to/from  Australia, 
New  Zealand,  or  Tahiti.  Based  on  Pan 
American’s  estimate  of  28,633  passen¬ 
gers  to/from  Pi«o  Pago  for  the  year  aid¬ 
ing  March  31,  1975,  Its  current  schedule 
of  five  weekly  flights  In  each  direction 
with  146-seat  aircraft  would  generate  a 
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37.7  percent  load  factor.  While  Pan 
American  relies  on  traffic  to  or  from  in¬ 
ternational  points  beyond  Pago  Pago  to 
support  the  frequency  of  service  it  now 
provides  that  market,  it  does  not  follow 
that  Pago  Pago  passengers  should  bear 
less  than  their  fair  share  of  the  cost  of 
providing  the  service.  In  this  connection, 
we  find  no  merit  in  the  petitioners’  ap¬ 
parent  position  that  the  impact  of  in¬ 
creased  international  fares  should  be 
considered  in  determining  the  reason¬ 
ableness  of  Pan  American’s  Pago  Pago 
fares. 

The  petitioners  have  misconstrued  our 
discussion  in  Order  74-9-43  with  respect 
to  comparisons  between  the  proposed 
fares  and  the  Board’s  decision  in  Phase  9 
of  the  Domestic  Passenger-Fare  Investi¬ 
gation.  Our  comparison  of  the  proposed 
fares  with  fares  constructed  under  the 
Phase  9  formula,  and  between  the  Pago 
Pago-Hawaii  and  Guam-Hawaii  fares, 
was  presented  for  illustrative  purposes 
only.  As  we  stated  earlier,  we  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  the  proposed  fares  can  properly  be 
compared  to  mainland-Hawaii  fares, 
since  experience  has  shown  that  unit 
costs  in  such  high-density  markets  are 
consistently  lower  than  in  low-density 
markets  of  the  sort  here  under  consid¬ 
eration. 

Finally,  the  Impact  of  the  fares  on 
traffic  is  a  very  complex  issue  for  which 
there  is  no  rea^  answer.  It  is  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican’s  judgment  that  the  traffic  is  pri- 
msully  business  oriented  or  otherwise  is 
not  particffiarly  elastic.  On  the  other 
hand,  petitioners  claim  that  the  in¬ 
creased  fares  will  seriously  discourage 
travel  between  the  United  States  and 
American  Samoa.  Inasmuch  as  fares 
have  remained  stable  in  that  market 
since  1959,  it  is  difficult  to  do  more  than 
speculate  as  to  the  probable  impact  of 
the  fare  increase  on  traffic.  In  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  the  Board  cmicludes  that 
Pan  American  should  not  be  denied  the 
opportunity  to  raise  its  fares  to  offset 
known  cost  Increases. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  403,  404,  and  1002 
thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That:  1.  The  joint  peti¬ 
tion  of  the  Legislature  of  American 
Samoa  and  the  Director  of  Territorial 
Affairs,  Department  of  the  Interior,  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  of  American 
Samoa,  filed  in  Docket  27025  is  denied; 
and 

2.  Copies  of  this  order  will  be  served 
upon  the  Legislature  of  American  Samoa, 
the  Director  of  Territorial  Affairs,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  on  behalf  of 
'Hhe  Government  of  American  Samoa,  and 
Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28195  FUed  12-2-74;8:46  am] 


COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
List  of  Statements  Received 

Environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Coimcil  on  Environmental 
Quality  from  November  18  through  No¬ 
vember  22,  1974.  The  date  of  receipt  for 
each  statement  is  noted  in  the  state¬ 
ment  summary.  Under  Coimcil  Guide¬ 
lines  the  minimum  period  for  public  re¬ 
view  and  comment  on  draft  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statements  is  forty-five 
(45)  days  from  this  Federal  Register 
notice  of  availability.  (January  13, 1974) 
The  thirty  (30)  day  period  for  each  final 
statement  begins  on  the  day  the  state¬ 
ment  is  made  available  to  the  Council 
and  to  commenting  parties. 

Copies  of  individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  available 
at  cost,  from  the  Environmental  Law  In¬ 
stitute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  * 

Department  or  Agbicttltttre 

Contact:  Dr.  Fred  H.  Tschlrley,  Acting  Co¬ 
ordinator,  Environmental  Quality  Activities, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture.  Room  331-E,  Administration 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  202-447- 
3965. 

rOREST  SERVICE 

Final 

Mining  Operations,  Withlacooohle  State 
Forest,  Citrus  County,  Florida,  November  22 : 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  Forest 
Service  approval  of  plans  by  the  Florida  Rock 
Industries,  Inc.  for  mining  operations,  under 
a  limestone  mining  lease  with  the  Withla- 
coochee  State  Forest.  Lands  of  the  Forest  are 
presently  being  acquired  by  the  State  of 
Florida  with  the  minerals  being  retained  by 
the  United  States.  The  principal  Impact  In¬ 
dicated  is  that  of  the  alteration  of  the  topog¬ 
raphy  and  soil;  294  acres  of  land  wUl  be 
cleared,  with  the  topography  being  changed 
from  hilly  to  relatively  flat.  Comments  made 
by:  DOT,  USDA,  DOI,  EPA,  HEW,  and  state 
and  local  agencies  and  concerned  citizens. 
(ELR  Order  No.  41755.) 

John  Day  Planning  Unit,  Nezperce  N.F., 
Idaho  County,  Idaho,  November  22 :  Proposed 
Is  the  Implementation  of  a  multiple  use  plan 
for  6745  acres  of  the  John  Day  Unit,  Slate 
Creek  Ranger  District  Nezperces  National 
Forest.  The  plan  recommends  road  construc¬ 
tion  and  timber  harvest  on  four  land  units 
totaUlng  2785  acres.  Adverse  impacts  include 
the  lose  ot  present  roadless  qualities.  In¬ 
creases  In  soU  disturbance,  and  a  possible 
lowering  of  water  quality.  Increased  presence 
of  man  could  alter  wildlife  movements.  (113 
pages).  Comments  made  by:  EPA  and  state 
agencies  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order 
No.  41753.) 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Draft 

Stoney  Creek  Watershed,  Wayne  County, 
North  Carolina,  November  19 :  The  statement 
refers  to  the  construction  of  Stoney  Creek 
Watershed,  Wayne  County.  The  project  pro¬ 
poses  conservation  land  treatment  over  the 
watershed,  supplemented  by  three  dams  with 
multiple-purpose  storage  (flood  prevention — 
recreation)  and  10,840  ft.  of  channel  clearing 
and  debris  removal.  Adverse  Impacts  are  tem¬ 
porarily  increased  sedimentation  during  con¬ 
struction,  and  limitations  on  the  use  of  319 


acres  in  the  detention  pools  of  the  3  struc¬ 
tures  (58  pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  41744.) 

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Contact:  For  Non-Regulatory  Matters: 
Mr.  W.  Herbert  Pennington,  Office  of  Assist¬ 
ant  General  Manager,  E-201,  AEC,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20545,  301-973-4241. 

For  Regulatory  Matters:  Mr.  A.  Glambusso, 
Deputy  Director  for  Reactor  Projects,  Direc¬ 
torate  of  Licensing,  P-722,  AEC,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545,  301-973-7373. 

Final 

Allens  Creek  Generating  Station,  Austin 
County,  Texas,  November  19 :  Proposed  is  the 
Issuance  of  construction  permits  to  the 
Houston  Lighting  and  Power  Co.  for  the  Sta¬ 
tion.  Two  identical  boiling  water  reactors  of 
3579  MWt  each  will  be  employed;  a  steam 
turbine  generator  will  convert  this  heat  to 
1146  Mwe  (net).  Cooling  will  be  accom¬ 
plished  through  the  use  of  a  closed  cycle 
system  with  a  newly  constructed  lake  draw¬ 
ing  water  from  the  Brazos  River.  Construc¬ 
tion  related  activities  will  disturb  9000  acres 
of  pasture  and  cropland;  8250  acres  will  be 
inundated.  Elghty-one  miles  of  transmission 
line  will  require  2200  acres  of  right-of-way. 
Comments  made  by:  USDA,  COE,  DOC,  HEW, 
DOI,  USCG,  EPA,  FPC,  AHP,  and  state  agen¬ 
cies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41741.) 

Department  of  Defense,  Army  Corps 
Contact:  Mr.  Francis  X.  Kelly,  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Public  Affairs,  Attn:  DAEN-PAP,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  1000  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20314,  202- 
693-7168. 

Draft 

Milan-Big  Island  Flood  Protection,  Illinois, 
November  18:  The  project  provides  for  flood 
protection  for  the  Milan-Big  Island  area  near 
the  confluence  of  the  Rock  and  Mississippi 
Rivers.  The  project  elements  include  levees 
along  the  south  bank  of  the  Rock  River, 
the  west  bank  of  Case  Creek,  the  east  bank 
of  Kyte  Creek  and  both  banks  of  Mill  and 
Eckhart  Creeks.  Four  ponding  areas  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  relieve  Interior  drainage  problems. 
Adverse  impacts  are  disruption  of  terrestrial 
biota,  and  the  aesthetic  and  recreation  im¬ 
pairment  of  levees  (Rock  Island) .  (ELR 
Order  No.  41740.) 

Melvern  Dam  and  Lake,  Osage  County, 
Kansas,  November  19:  The  project  Involves 
the  completion  of  construction  and  operation 
of  Melvern  Lake,  a  multi-purpose  lake  proj¬ 
ect,  on  the  Morals  des  Cygnes  River  in  Osage 
County,  Kansas.  Adverse  Impacts  Include: 
periodic  Inundation  of  wildlife  habitat  and 
recreation  facilities;  reduction  of  terrestrial 
wildlife;  loss  of  some  agricultural  land; 
degradation  of  archeological  sites;  potential 
Increases  in  solid  waste  and  ground  water 
pollution;  reduction  of  northern  greater 
prairie  chicken  habitat;  and,  temporary  con¬ 
struction  effects.  (Kansas  City  District). 
(ELR  Order  No.  41742.) 

Holland  Harbor,  Michigan,  November  18: 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  con¬ 
struction  effects  (Kansas  City  District) . 
Holland  Harbor,  Michigan.  The  facilities  will 
be  used  for  containment  of  polluted  dredge 
materials  from  maintenance  of  the  shipping 
channel  within  Lake  Macatawa.  Adverse 
impacts  are  possible  odors  associated  with 
dredge  materials,  and  disturbances  normally 
associated  with  construction  operation 
(Detroit  District) .  (ELB  Order  No.  41737.) 

Carolina  Beach  Erosion  and  Hurricane 
Control,  New  Hanover  County,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  November  18:  The  statement  refers  to 
the  completion  of  construction  of  the  Caro¬ 
lina  Beach  portion  of  a  hurricane  wave  pro¬ 
tection  and  beach  erosion  control  In  New 
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Hanov«r  Coiinty.  MC.  Completion  requires: 
(1)  about  14,000  Ft.  of  berm  and  dime  res¬ 
toration,  and  (2)  maintenance  beach 
replenishment  tor  five  2-year  periods.  Ad¬ 
verse  impacts  include:  tenq>orary  increases 
in  noise  and  air  pollution  and  aesthetic 
degradation  destruction  of  bottom  orga¬ 
nisms:  disturbance  of  some  beach  and  dune 
dwelling  animals;  and  the  replacement  of 
a  stcme  seawall  would  destroy  the  intertidal 
organisms  community  (Wilmington  Dis¬ 
trict)  .  (ELB  Order  No.  41738.) 

Elk  Creek  at  Cannon  Beach,  Clatsop 
County,  Oregon,  November  22:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  proposed  Elk  Creek  at 
Cannon  Beach  levee  project  in  Clatsop 
County.  The  project  Involves  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  2,300-ft.  long  earth  levee-floodwall 
to  protect  40  acres  of  lowlands  from  pe- 
rlodle  winter  flooding.  Adverse  impacts  in¬ 
clude  elimination  of  trees,  brush  and  other 
plants,  increased  noise  and  air  pollution, 
and  disturbance  to  wildlife  (Portland  Dis¬ 
trict).  (ELR  Order  No.  417S4.) 

Freeport  Hurricane  Flood  Protection, 
Texas,  November  18:  The  statement  refers  to 
the  completion  of  the  hurricane  flood  protec¬ 
tion  project  for  Freeport  and  vicinity  to  pro¬ 
vide  protection  to  the  cities  and  towns  of 
Freeport,  Lake  Jackson,  Clute,  Lake  Barbara 
and  adjtM^ent  areas.  Construction  of  a  tidal 
control  and  navigation  structure  in  Old  River 
will  cause  temporary  turbidity  during  con¬ 
struction  and  destruction  of  some  benthic 
organisms.  (ELR  Order  No.  41736.) 

Final 

Upper  Mississippi  River  Navigation  Chan- 
neL  Iowa,  Minnesota,  axid  Wisconsin,  No¬ 
vember  20:  The  statement  refers  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  and  maintenance  functions 
necessary  to  provide  9-foot  channel  depths 
for  commercial  navigation  on  the  Mississippi 
River  from  the  head  of  navigation  at  Min- 
neiqtolla  to  Outtenberg,  Iowa,  a  distance  of 
242.5  river  miles.  The  action  consists  of  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance  of  13  locks  and 
dams,  and  channel  dredging  and  disposal. 
The  major  adverse  impact  of  the  project  is 
its  negative  effects  on  fish  and  wildlife  (St. 
Paul  District)  (2  Volumes) .  Comments  made 
by:  EPA  USDA,  DOC,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT, 
USCO,  FPC,  and  State  and  local  agencies 
and  concerned  citizens.  (ELB  Order  No. 
41747.) 

Craney  Island  Rehandling  Basin,  Virginia, 
November  22:  The  project  involves  main¬ 
tenance  dredging  of  the  Craney  Island  Re¬ 
handling  Basin  by  hydraulic  methods.  The 
action  will  require  the  removal  of  an  esti¬ 
mated  1,000,000  cubic  yards  of  sediments, 
which  are  to  be  deposited  in  the  Craney  Is¬ 
land  disposal  area.  Maintenance  dredging 
will  have  some  adverse  impact,  as  it  will 
remove  or  destroy  benthic  organisms,  and 
will  temporarily  Increase  turbidity  and  sedi¬ 
ment  load  In  the  water  clomn  above  the 
rehandling  basin.  (Norfolk  District)  (44 
pages) .  Comments  made  by:  EPA,  DOC,  DOI, 
and  state  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41760.) 

Kaaawa  Beach  Erosion  Control,  Hawaii, 
November  18:  Proposed  Is  the  construction  of 
a  protective  beach  by  initial  placement  of 
9,300  cu.  yds.  of  sand  at  Kaaawa  Beach  and 
periodic  nourishment,  which  will  require 
an  additional  2,700  cu.  yds.  of  sand  every 
four  years.  Adverse  Impact  would  Include  the 
destruction  of  some  benthic  organisms.  (Pa¬ 
cific  Ocean)  (45  pages).  Coments  made  by: 
DOC,  HEW,  EPA,  and  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41739.) 

Department  of  Defense,  Navy 

Contact:  Mr.  Peter  M.  McDavitt,  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  (Installations  and  Logistics),  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20350,  202-697-0892. 


Draft 

Uniformed  Services  Unlv.  of  Health  Sci¬ 
ences,  Montgomery  County,  Maryland,  No¬ 
vember  20:  The  statement  refers  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  development  of  the  Uniformed  Serv¬ 
ices  University  of  the  Health  Sciences  to  be 
located  on  the  grounds  of  the  National  Naval 
Medical  Center,  Bethesda,  Maryland.  The 
university  will  graduate  a  broad  range  of 
professional  health  care  specialists  including 
at  least  100  physicians  annually.  (ELR  Order 
No.  41751.) 

Department  of  Interior 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Boom  7260, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240,  202-343-3891. 

BONNEVILLE  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 

Final 

Maple  Valley  Transmission,  King  County, 
Washington,  November  20:  The  statement, 
which  supplements  an  earlier  statement  on 
BPA’s  Fiscal  Year  1975  Program,  refers  to  the 
proposed  construction  of  16  miles  of  SOOkV 
double  circuit  transmission  line  and  a  new 
substation  at  Snoqualmie.  The  line  will  re¬ 
quire  approximately  134  acres  of  new  right- 
of-way  easement,  including  the  removal  of 
timber  from  105  acres;  the  substation  site 
will  require  an  additional  25  acres.  There  be 
siltatlon  of  nearby  streams  from  construc¬ 
tion  activity,  and  some  degradation  of  AM 
reception  immediately  adjacent  to  the  right- 
of-way  (142  pages).  Comments  made  by: 
DOT,  USDA,  HUD,  EPA,  ABC,  FPC,  DOT,  AHP, 
and  State  and  local  agencies  and  concerned 
citizens.  (Eai<R  Order  No.  41748.) 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Admin. 

Contact:  Mr.  Ralph  E.  Cushman,  Special 
Assistant,  Office  of  Administration,  NASA, 
Washington,  D.C.  20546,  202-962-8107. 

Final 

Mariner  Jupiter/Saturn  Program,  Novem¬ 
ber  22 :  The  statement  refers  to  the  continu¬ 
ation  of  a  series  of  planetary  and  interplane¬ 
tary  space  exploration  missions  using  un¬ 
manned  spacecraft.  Launching  will  be  by 
a  Tltan/Centaur  rocket  from  Cape  Kennedy, 
in  1977.  Environmental  effects  may  result 
from  products  of  the  launch  rocket,  and 
radioisotope  generators  on  the  ^lacecraft  (22 
pages).  Comments  made  by:  EPA,  ST  AT, 
and  AEC.  (ELR  Order  No.  41756.) 

Department  of  Transportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  400  7th 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20690,  202- 
426-4357. 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

U.S.  18  Expressway,  Clayton  County,  Iowa, 
November  19:  The  proposed  involves  the 
construction  of  a  section  of  the  UB.  18  Ex¬ 
pressway  in  Clayton  County.  It  will  require 
the  acquisition  of  approximately  140  acres 
of.  right-of-way  on  relocation  which  would 
accommodate  the  4-lane  construction.  The 
project  will  displace  3  farmhouses  and  8 
houses,  and  will  remove  wildlife  habitat  (91 
pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  41743.) 

I-IO,  Jackson  County,  Mississippi,  Novem¬ 
ber  20:  Proposed  is  the  construction  of  an 
18.9  mile  segment  of  I-IO  from  SR.  67  to 
the  Mississippi -Alabama  State  Line.  The 
segment  would  complete  I-IO  across  the 
Mississippi  Gulf  Coast.  Approximately  98% 
of  the  right-of-way  land  has  been  acquired, 
displacing  30  families  and  7  businesses.  The 
highway  will  also  bisect  the  nesting  area 


of  the  Mississippi  Sandhill  Ck'ane,  an  en¬ 
dangered  species.  A  bridge  will  be  con¬ 
structed  on  the  Pascagoula  River  Mkrsh 
and  will  center  primarily  on  the  dredging  of 
the  work  canal.  (ELR  Order  No.  41749.) 

UJ3.  277-82,  Spur  447,  Wichita  Falla,  Wich¬ 
ita  County.  Texas,  November  20:  The  state¬ 
ment  concerns  the  construction  of  an 
mile  4-lane  divided  highway,  providing  a 
controlled  access  facility  for  UJ3.  277-82 
and  Spur  447.  The  highway  would  connect 
Edison  Street,  a  recently  completed  4-lane 
arterial,  on  the  east  end  and  U.S.  277-82  on 
the  west  end.  The  project  will  displace  160 
families,  27  businesses,  and  2  ncm-profit 
organizations  (71  pages).  (ELR  Order  No. 
41750.) 

Final 

State  Road  30  (US)  98),  Okaloosa  and 
Walton  Counties,  Florida,  November  20: 

The  proposed  project  is  the  relocation  of  8.8 
miles  of  SR  30  (US  98)  along  a  new  align¬ 
ment  to  provide  a  four-lane  section  of  high¬ 
way.  Acquisition  of  right-of-way,  loss  of 
vegetative  cover,  and  displacement  of  an  un¬ 
specified  number  of  families  and  one  busi¬ 
ness  are  adverse  effects  of  the  action  (72 
pages) .  Comments  made  by:  HEW,  EPA, 
DOI,  HUD,  USDA,  and  state  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  No.  41746.) 

1-186-1,  Georgia — Supplement.  IVoup, 
Harris,  and  Muscogee  Counties.  Georgia,  No¬ 
vember  22:  The  document,  a  suppl^nental 
draft  environmental  statement  refers  to  the 
proposed  construction  of  25  miles  of  highway 
to  link  Columbus  with  Interstate  Route  85. 

(A  final  statement,  ELR  Order  No.  636; 
NITS  ORDER  No.  PB-201  988-P,  was  filed 
August  19, 1971.)  A  reassessment  of  the  route 
between  Smith  Road  and  Oak  Grove  Road  is 
provided  as  an  alternate  to  crossing  Pine 
Moimtain  (160  pages).  Comments  made  by: 
DOI,  EPA,  HUD,  USDA,  and  state  and  local 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41757.) 

1-75,  Zilwaukee  Bridge,  Saginaw  County, 
Michigan’,  November  22:  The  statement  re¬ 
fers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction  of  the 
Zilwaukee  Bridge  over  the  Saginaw  River. 
Length  of  the  project  is  2.3  miles.  Section 
4(f)  land  from  the  Zilwaukee  City  Recrea¬ 
tion  Area  and  the  Crow  Island  State  Game 
Area  may  be  encroached  upon.  Approxi¬ 
mately  120  acres  will  be  acquired  for  right 
of  way.  Adverse  Impacts  include  possible 
lowering  of  water  quality  in  the  Saginaw 
River,  loss  of  tax  base,  and  Increased  noise 
and  air  pollution  levels  (190  pages).  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  CEQ,  DOT,  DOI,  COE,  EPA, 
USDA,  USCO,  and  state  and  local  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  No.  41760.) 

SR.  41,  Clark  County,  Ohio,  November  20: 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  im¬ 
provement  of  State  Route  41  in  Clark  County 
between  Upper  Valley  Pike  and  St.  Paris  Pike. 
Adverse  Impact  will  come  as  a  result  of  ac¬ 
quiring  additional  right-of-way  and  con¬ 
struction  activities  adjacent  to  and  in  the 
Mad  River  Flood  Plain  (73  pages) .  Comments 
made  by:  DOI,  HUD,  COE,  and  state  and 
local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41745.) 

1-40,  Carson  and  Gray  Counties,  Texas, 
November  22:  The  statement  refers  to  the 
construction  of  1-40  from  2.0  miles  west  of 
Groom  to  2.0  miles  east  of  Groom,  a  total 
length  of  5.5  miles.  Adverse  Impact  will  In-^ 
elude  the  taking  of  acres  of  land,  and  in¬ 
creased  noise  and  air  pollution  (61  pages). 
Comments  made  by:  HEW,  COE,  DOI,  EPA, 
USDA,  and  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  No.  41758.) 

UB.  Water  Resources  Council 

Contact:  Mr.  Don  Maughan,  Director,  2120 
L  Street,  NW.,  8th  Floor,  Washington,  D.C. 
20037,  202-254-6303. 
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Long  Island  Sound  Plan,  November  22: 
The  New  England  River  Basins  Commission 
proposes  to  transmit  a  plan  of  action  balanc¬ 
ing  the  needs  to  protect,  conserve,  and  wisely 
develop  Long  Island  Sound  In  Connecticut 
and  New  York  and  Its  related  shorelands  as 
a  major  economic  and  life  enriching  re¬ 
source  for  the  region's  people.  Recommenda¬ 
tions  are  made  in  the  following  areas:  water 
quality  and  water  supply;  land  use  and  open 
spaee;  recreation;  sport  fisheries  and  wild¬ 
life;  shoreline  appearance  and  design;  ma¬ 
rine  transportation;  electric  power;  commer¬ 
cial  fishing;  mining;  fiood  damage  reduction; 
and,  erosion  and  sedimentation.  (ELR  Order 
No.  41752.) 

Gary  Widman, 

General  Counsel. 

[PR  Doc.74-28197  Piled  12-2-74;8:46  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[PRL  301-1] 

SUSPENSION  OF  1977  AUTOMOBILE 
EMISSION  STANDARDS 

Guidelines  for  Applications  for  Suspension 
of  1977  HC  and  CO  Emission  Standards 

Section  202(b)  (5)  (A)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended  by  the  Energy  Supply 
and  Environmental  Coordination  Act  of 
1974,  P.  L.  93-319,  88  Stat.  246  provides 
that  any  time  after  January  1,  1975,  any 
motor  vehicle  manufacturer  may  file  an 
application  with  the  Administrator  of 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
requesting  the  suspension  for  one  year 
only  with  respect  to  that  manufacturer 
of  the  statutory  1977  light  duty  vehicle 
emission  standards  of  .41  grams/mile  hy¬ 
drocarbons  and  3.4  grams/mile  carbon 
monoxides. 

The  Act  provides  that  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  shall  grant  such  suspension  only 
if  he  determines  that  (1)  such  suspen¬ 
sion  is  essential  to  the  public  interest  or 
the  public  health  and  welfare  of  the 
United  States,  (2)  all  good  faith  efforts 
have  been  made  to  meet  the  established 
standards,  (3)  the  applicant  has  estab¬ 
lished  that  effective  control  technology, 
processes,  operating  methods,  or  other 
alternatives  are  not  available  or  have  not 
been  available  for  a  suflacient  period  of 
time  to  achieve  compliance  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  such  standards,  and  (4) 
the  study  and  investigation  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Academy  of  Sciences  and  other 
information  available  to  him  has  not 
indicated  that  technology,  processes  or 
other  alternatives  are  available  to  meet 
such  standards. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  set 
forth  suspension  request  guidelines  to  be 
followed  by  manufacturers  who  choose 
to  request  suspension  of  1977  standards. 
The  guidelines  are  intended  to  indicate 
what  is  required  of  manufacturers  in  es¬ 
tablishing  the  four  criteria.  In  particular, 
an  affirmative  burden  is  imposed  on 
manufacturers  to  establish  the  second 
and  third  criteria. 

Some  manufacturers  have  inquired  as 
to  whether  they  may  incorporate  by 
reference  certain  parts  of  their  yearly 
report  to  EPA  on  automotive  emissions 


development.  Upon  consideration  of  this 
question,  it  is  felt  that  the  suspension 
request  should  stand  on  its  own  without 
having  extensive  reference  to  other  docu¬ 
ments  not  included  in  the  application.  In 
this  way,  interested  persons  desiring  to 
participate  in  the  suspension  procedure 
will  be  guaranteed  a  full  and  complete 
public  record  as  soon  as  the  application 
is  submitted.  Also,  submission  of  a  com¬ 
plete  document  will  facilitate  EPA’s 
processing  of  applications  for  confiden¬ 
tial  treatment  in  the  event  such  treat¬ 
ment  is  required.  This  decision  would  not 
preclude  incorporating  portions  of  the 
yearly  report  within  the  application 
itself. 

Questions  on  the  guidelines  published 
today  may  be  addressed  to  Mobile  Source 
Enforcement  Division,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

Dated:  November  25, 1974. 

Alan  G.  Kirk  n. 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Enforcement  and  General  Counsel. 

Suspension  Request  Guidelines  for  use  by 
any  automobile  manufacturer  who  may 
wish  to  request  svispension  of  the  effective 
date  of  the  1977  hydrocarbon  and  carbon 
monoxide  emission  standards  for  light  duty 
vehicles. 

November,  1974. 

I.  Introduction.  Section  202(b)(6)(A)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended,  provides  that 
at  any  time  after  January  1, 1976,  any  manu¬ 
facturer  may  file  with  the  Administrator  an 
application  requesting  the  suspension  for 
one  year  of  the  effective  date  of  HC  and  CO 
emission  standards  required  for  the  1977 
model  year.  The  Administrator  does  not  have 
the  authority  to  suspend  the  effective  date 
of  the  established  emission  standards  for 
more  than  one  year. 

Within  60  days  after  receipt  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  any  such  suspension,  and  after 
public  hearing,  the  Administrator  is  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Act  to  make  a  determination 
granting  or  refusing  such  suspension.  The 
Act  provides  that  the  Administrator  shall 
grant  such  suspension  only  if  he  determines 
that  (1)  such  suspension  is  essential  to  the 
public  interest  or  the  public  health  and  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  United  States,  (2)  all  good  faith 
efforts  have  been  made  to  meet  the  estab¬ 
lished  standards,  (3)  the  applicant  has 
established  that  effective  control  technology, 
processes,  operating  methods,  or  other 
alternatives  are  not  available  or  have  not 
been  available  for  a  sufficient  period  of  time 
to  achieve  compliance  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  such  standards,  and  (4)  the  study 
and  investigation  of  the  National  Academy 
of  Sciences  and  other  information  available 
to  him  has  not  Indicated  that  technology, 
processes* or  other  alternatives  are  available 
to  meet  such  standards. 

In  order  to  Justify  suspension  of  the 
emission  standards,  findings  favorable  to 
the  applicant  must  be  made  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  on  all  four  criteria.  Consequently, 
it  is  Incumbent  upon  the  applicant  to  sub¬ 
mit  any  information  he  considers  relevant 
to  each  of  the  four  criteria.  In  particular, 
the  burden  of  affirmatively  establishing  the 
second  and  third  criteria  rests  on  the  ap¬ 
plicant.  To  facilitate  consideration  of  these 
two  criteria,  guidelines  are  presented  here¬ 
in  for  use  by  any  applicant  requesting  sus¬ 
pension. 


II.  Applicability.  Any  manufacturer  re¬ 
questing  suspension  of  the  effective  date  of 
any  emission  standards,  as  provided  for  by 
Sec.  202(b)(5)(A)  -of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  should  prepare  his  request  as 
prescribed  in  these  Guidelines. 

A  manufacturer  is  any  person  engaged  in 
the  manufacturing  or  assembling  of  new 
motor  vehicles  or  new  motor  vehicle  engines 
or  importing  of  such  vehicles  or  engines  for 
resale,  or  who  acts  for  and  is  under  the  con¬ 
trol  of  any  person  in  connection  with  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  new  motor  vehicles  or  new 
motor  vehicle  engines.  The  term  does  not 
Include  any  dealer  with  respect  to  new 
motor  vehicles  or  new  motor  vehicle  engines 
received  by  him  in  commerce. 

III.  Instructions.  A  suegiension  request 
should  contain  separate  responses  to  each 
section  and  sub-section  of  Part  IV  of  these 
Guidelines.  Applicant  may  add  or  expand 
any  section  to  the  extent  he  deems  necessary 
to  support  his  request.  Applicant  should 
structure  his  responses  to  the  Guidelines  to 
refiect  his  specific  plans,  goals,  and  achieve¬ 
ments  and  should  avoid  generalizations  and 
conclusions  based  on  information  not 
directly  related  to  his  effort.  Applicant  may 
Include  any  reports,  records,  or  information 
pertinent  to  the  request  that  he  has  pre¬ 
viously  submitted  to  the  Administrator.  The 
Administrator  may  request  information 
from  an  applicant  in  addition  to  that  sub¬ 
mitted  In  conformance  with  these  Guide¬ 
lines. 

The  public  hearing  requirement  contained 
in  202(b)  (5)  (C)  of  the  Act  cannot  be  fully 
satisfied  unless  interested  members  of  the 
public  have  adequate  and  timely  access  to 
the  information  contained  In  the  applica¬ 
tion.  Therefore,  a  minimum  of  ten  (10) 
copies  of  the  application  shall  be  submitted. 
Such  copies  shall  be  sent  to  Mobile  Source 
Enforcement  Division,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20460. 

In  connection  with  any  determination  to 
be  made  under  202(b)(5)(C)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  the  Administrator  Is  authorized 
under  307(a) ,  to  require  "the  attendance  and 
testimony  of  witnesses  and  the  production  of 
relevant  papers,  books,  and  documents 
*  •  *”  Except  for  emission  data  so  obtained, 
the  Administrator  is  required  to  consider 
such  information  confidential  under  18 
U.S.C.  1905  upon  “a  showing  satisfactory  to 
the  Administrator”  that  its  disclosure  would 
reveal  trade  secrets  or  secret  processes  of 
the  manufacturer  submitting  the  informa¬ 
tion. 

However,  regardless  of  the  confidential  na- 
t\ire  of  the  information,  the  Administrator 
is  authorized  to  disclose  any  such  informa¬ 
tion  to  officers,  employees,  or  authorized  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  United  States  concerned 
with  carrying  out  the  Clean  Air  Act,  or  to 
anyone  when  relevant  in  any  proceeding 
under  the  Act.  The  process  by  which  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  arrives  at  his  decision  within  60 
days  from  receipt  of  a  suspension  request  is 
a  proceeding  under  the  Act.  Hence,  any  infor¬ 
mation  submitted  by  an  applicant,  whether 
or  not  such  information  constitutes  a  trade 
secret  or  a  secret  process  within  the  meaning 
of  307(a),  may  be  disclosed  to  the  public  if 
the  Administrator  determines  that  such  dis¬ 
closure  is  necessary  to  satisfy  the  objectives 
of  the  Act. 

Although  information  so  obtained  in  such 
a  proceeding  may  be  disclosed  despite  its 
proprietary  nature,  a  manufacturer  may 
apply  for  it  to  receive  confidential  treatment, 
and  the  Administrator  may  approve  such  ap¬ 
plication  if  he  determines  that  a  satisfactory 
showing  of  justification  by  exceptional  clr- 
cvunstances  for  nondisclosure  of  such  in¬ 
formation  has  been  made.  If  he  determines 
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that  such  a  showing  has  not  been  made,  then 
he  shall  so  notify  a  representative  of  such 
manufacturer.  No  sooner  than  10  days  f<dlow- 
ing  the  mailing  of  such  notice  and  telephone 
notice  to  a  representative  of  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  such  information  will  be  placed  in  a 
public  docket.  An  ai^ilcant  claiming  exer¬ 
tional  circumstances  Justifying  confidential 
treatment  of  r^cific  information  shall  iden¬ 
tify  and  segregate  such  information  and  ^all 
furnish  a  full  statement  of  such  Justification. 

IV.  Application.  Section  1  ^ould  not  in¬ 
clude  any  confidential  information  n-nri 
should: 

a.  Identify  the  applicant  and  any  othe 
person  engaged  in  the  manufactme,  distri¬ 
bution,  and  sale  of  vehicles  manufactured, 
distributed  or  sold  by  the  applicant. 

b.  Contain  a  summary  of  the  applicant’s 
position  and  supporting  argiunents  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  second  and  third  criteria  set 
forth  in  Part  I. 

c.  Set  forth  the  Interim  standards  which 
the  applicant  believes  should  be  established 
in  lieu  of  the  standards  to  which  the  applica¬ 
tion  relates. 

Section  2  should  contain  applicant’s  state¬ 
ment  of  the  total  effort  he  has  extended  to 
achieve  compliance  with  the  established 
emission  standards.  The  statement  should 
present  a  discussion  of  {^Ucant’s  research, 
development,  testing  and  engineering  pro¬ 
gram  (s)  in  the  area  of  emission  control.  The 
statement  should  include: 

a.  ’The  overall  organization  chart  for  the 
emission  control  activity  with  an  Indication 
of  the  decision-making  process  in  major 
areas;  for  example,  selection  of  first  choice 
1977  system.  The  names  and  titles  of  all 
responsible  personnel  in  the  organization 
description  should  Include  all  personnel  in¬ 
volved  in  the  light  duty  vehicle  emission 
control  area  down  to  and  including  the  first 
supervisory  level. 

b.  The  con4>o6ition  of  the  program  (s), 
presented  in  sufficient  detail  to  include  the 
niunber  and  qualifications  of  professional 
personnel  assigned  to  emission  control 
activity,  and  the  academic  or  functional  dis¬ 
ciplines  involved,  the  type(s)  and  quantity 
of  majea:  items  of  laboratory  equipment  used 
(e^;.,  visible,  ultra-violet  and  infra-red  spec¬ 
trophotometers),  and  the  laboratory  and 
testing  facilities  \ised.  When  equq)ment, 
projects,  and  personnel  are  only  partially 
dedicated  to  the  emission  control  activities, 
applicant  should  indicate  the  percentage 
portion  of  such  equipment,  projects,  and 
personnel  so  dedicated. 

c.  ’The  purpose  of  each  program.  Including 
the  specific  technical  problem  or  area  toward 
which  the  program  is  directed,  the  reasons 
for  the  program,  the  date  the  program  was 
started  and  its  projected  or  actual  end  date. 

d.  The  progress  of  each  program  toward 
achieving  the  goals  set  out  tat  it.  Including 
information  as  to:  (i)  Whether  the  program 
is  ahead  or  behind  schedule,  (ii)  Important 
milestones  that  have  been  met/not  met, 
(ill)  the  number  of  times  the  program’s 
progress  has  been  reviewed  (date  and 
specifics)  and  the  personnel  responsible  for 
the  review,  (iv)  the  outcome  of  the  program 
reviews,  and  (v)  any  changes  there  have 
l>een  in  the  rate  of  progress  for  the  program 
as  a  result  of  review  and  redirection. 

e.  A  narrative  discussion  of  the  results. 
Quantitative  data  should  be  included  here 
to  the  extent  it  is  not  presented  in  other 
sections  of  the  application. 

f.  Where  an  individual  project  within  a 
program  is  of  significant  importance  or  has 
not  been  fully  discussed  In  the  program  de¬ 
scription,  a  narrative  description  providing 
at  the  least  the  following:  time  of  project 
start/end,  level  or  effort  (man  hours),  rea¬ 
son  for  starting  and  stopping  the  project. 


results  obtained,  and  how  the  results  of  the 
project  were  used  in  the  overall  iq>proach 
to  emission  control  program  being  investi¬ 
gated. 

g.  That  portion  of  the  program  (s)  car¬ 
ried  out  under  contracts  or  f^reements  with 
other  firms  or  ad  hoc  organizations. 

h.  The  accomplishments  of  the  research, 
development,  testing  and  engineering  pro- 
gram(s)  in  terms  of  determination  of  fea¬ 
sible  and  non-feaslble  approaches  to  emis¬ 
sion  control,  patents  obtained  or  pending, 
and  publications  In  technological  Journals, 
including  knowledge  and  account  of  any 
pn'tinent  independent  research  conducted 
by  facilities  not  associated  with  the  appli¬ 
cant. 

Section  3  should  contain  the  applicant’s 
detailed  expression  of  his  financial  commit¬ 
ment  to  emission  control  research,  develop¬ 
ment,  testing  and  engineering  activities. 

a.  A  project  narrative  should  be  completed 
fOT  each  project  or  particular  phase  of  a 
project  in  research,  development,  testing 
and  engineering  for  the  years  1969  through 
1978.  ’The  project  narrative  should  Include 
the  following: 

1.  Project  title,  number  or  designation 
and  date  started  or  planned  to  start. 

2.  Project  description.  Including  objec¬ 
tives,  scope,  approach,  phase  and  status. 
Phase  refers  to  research,  development,  en¬ 
gineering.  testing  or  other  areas  of  the  emis¬ 
sion  control  program.  Project  status  shoxild 
Indicate  the  percentage  cmnpletion  of  the 
project  and  which  phases  of  the  program 
have  been  completed  for  the  project  and 
which  phases  are  pending. 

3.  Description  of  the  project’s  relationship 
to  the  total  effort  to  meet  the  emission 
standsu'ds  toe  the  1977  model  year  and  re- 
laticmship  to  or  dependency  upon  other 
projects.  The  descriptions  should  include 
whether  the  project  was  c»’lginated  because 
of  the  1070  Amendment  to  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  the  original  objectives  of  the  project  lf> 
they  have  changed  since  inceprtion,  the  per¬ 
cent  of  direct  cost  attributed  to  the  present 
project  objectives,  and  the  basis  of  the  per¬ 
centage  attribution. 

b.  Direct  research,  development,  testing 
and  engineering  cost  sho\ild  be  summarized 
in  this  sub-section.  These  costs  should  be 
presented  as  shown  below — by  type  of  ex¬ 
pense  and  by  year  at  expenditure,  including 
projections  for  1075  to  1978,  if  possible — for 
each  project  or  project  phase  described  in 
3(a).  Financial  data  presented  in  this  sub¬ 
section  must  be  consistent  with  the  project 
narratives  of  3(a) ,  and  should  conform  to  the 
normal  accounting  year  of  the  applicant, 
with  designation  of  the  fiscal  year  end.  Ex¬ 
pense  classifications  may  be  expanded  or  con¬ 
tracted  only  if  consistently  applied  and  spe¬ 
cifically  indicated  when  a  classification 
change  has  been  made.  The  financial  emn- 
mltment  for  services  supplied  by  outside  or¬ 
ganizations,  i.e.,  those  services  financed  by 
the  applicant  that  can  be  directly  related  to 
his  emission  control  program,  should  be  re¬ 
ported  in  3  (b)  (4) .  ’The  following  outline 
shotild  be  used  to  report  direct  costs  for  each 
project  identified  in  3(a) : 


Actual  cost 

Projected 

costs 

PK^ection  Utle .  69, 70,  71,  72, 73, 74 

76, 76, 77 

Direct  project  costs 

1.  Salaries  and  wages 

(A)  Professionals 

(B)  Laboratory  technicians 

(C)  Other  technical  &  clerical 

2.  Chemicals  and  gases 

3.  Laboratory  supplies 

4.  Outside  services  (identify) 


5.  Rental  expenses 

6.  Equipment  purchases  expense 

7.  Depreciation  expense* 

8. *  Other  direct  costs  (Identify) 

9.  Total  direct  project  costs 

Other  information 

10.  Number  of  personnel  directly  assigned 
to  project  at  end  of  each  year 

(A)  Professionals: 

Pull  ’Itme 

Part  Time 

(B)  Laboratory  technicians 

(C)  Other  technical  &  clerical 

*  Submit  separate  schedule  indicating 
costs  of  buildings  and/or  equipment  pur¬ 
chased  and  the  respective  asset  life  used  to 
calculate  depreciation. 

c.  Applicant  should  indicate  in  this  sub¬ 
section  all  other  costs  that  may  be  allocated 
to  the  emiralon  control  projects  reported  in 
3(a).  Such  costs  are  to  be  listed  by  year  of 
expenditure,  including  projections  for  1976 
to  1978,  if  possible,  along  with  a  detailed 
description  of  the  expenditure  and  the  basis 
for  allocation.  ’The  nature  of  these  costs, 
(e.g.,  research  and  development  administra¬ 
tive  costs,  employee  benefits,  utilities,  de¬ 
preciation  of  certain  research  smd  devel¬ 
opment  facilities)  makes  it  normally  not 
practical  to  allocate  the  costs  to  each  project. 

d.  This  sub-section  should  contain  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  emission  control  program  costs  for 
each  year  (69-78).  Direct  project  costs  of 
projects  reported  in  3(b)  should  be  totaled 
and  added  to  the  total  other  allocated  c^ts 
from  3(c).  This  total  should  be  the  total 
cost  (past  and  projected)  of  research,  devel¬ 
opment,  testing  and  engineering  by  year  as 
applied  to  emission  control  systems  for  light 
duty  vehicles.  Total  company  Research  and 
Development  cost  by  year  and  total  domestic 
(UB.)  light-duty  vehicle  sales  by  year  (69- 
’78)  should  also  be  presented  in  this  sub-sec¬ 
tion. 

Section  4  should  contain  applicant’s  argu¬ 
ment  to  establish  that  effective  control 
technology,  processes,  operating  methods  or 
other  alternatives  are  not  available  or  have 
not  been  available  for  a  sufficient  period  of 
time  to  achieve  compliance  prior  to  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  such  standards.  The  informa¬ 
tion  requested  in  this  section,  if  provided 
with  sufficient  support  material  and  in  suf¬ 
ficient  detail,  will  be  considered  by  the 
Administrator  to  be  the  minimum  required 
of  the  applicant  to  establish  his  inability  to 
comply  with  the  standards.  Additional  data 
and  Information  should  be  submitted  by  the 
applicant  as  appropriate  to  support  his 'argu¬ 
ment.  The  Section  should  be  divided  Into 
two  sub-sections.  The  first  should  present 
a  general  discussion  of  the  applicant’s  argu¬ 
ment  as  it  relates  to  the  topics  listed.  ’The 
second  should  give  a  detailed  presentation. 
In  the  format  shown,  of  the  technical  In¬ 
formation  required  to  make  a  meaningful 
assessment  of  the  applicant’s  argument. 

a.  General  information.  In  this  sub-sec¬ 
tion,  applicant  should  discuss: 

1.  What  emission  control  results  have  been 
achieved  to  date  for  ttie  first  choice  system 
and  all  alternative  systems  considered  for 
compliance  In  1977. 

2.  Engineering  goals  for  the  emission 
levels  to  be  achieved  by  low  mileage  engineer¬ 
ing  protot3rpes  in  order  to  achieve  compliance 
with  the  emission  standards.  Including  as¬ 
sumptions  made  to  arrive  at  those  goals; 
factors  assumed  to  allow  for  production 
variations,  prototype-to-productlon  slip¬ 
pages,  and  deterioration;  and  change  In 
production  variations  assiimed  to  occur  by 
1977  model  year  production. 

3..  Major  problems  associated  with  the 
most  promismg  system  Investigated,  includ¬ 
ing  fuel  consumption,  emissions  of  currently 
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unregulated  pollutants,  reduced  drive- 
ability,  other  performance  penalties,  and  any 
safety,  maintenance  servicing,  warranty, 
development  (emission  performance,  drirabll- 
Ity  and  produclbllity) ,  production  tooling, 
and  vendor  problems. 

4.  Plans  for  resolving  the  problems  identi¬ 
fied  in  3,  including  use  of  technology  de¬ 
veloped  outside  the  company  or  outside  the 
automobile  Industry,  timetable  for  develop¬ 
ing  solutions,  critical  milestones  for  meet¬ 
ing  this  timetable,  confidence  placed  in  the 
schedule,  areas  of  greatest  uncertainty, 
probable  or  possible  breakthrough(s)  that 
would  result  in  a  significant  reduction  in 
lead  time,  and  consequences  of  any  short¬ 
cuts  both  to  the  company  and  to  the  poten¬ 
tial  vehicle  user. 

6.  Detailed  lead  time  schedule  for  model 
year  1977  production.  Including  crucial 
milestones,  commitment  and  slgnoff  dates, 
lead  time  requirements  of  vendors,  and  spe¬ 
cific  lead  time  schedules  for  those  emission 
control  system  components  which  are  most 
critical.  Discuss  how  much  less  lead  time 
would  be  required  to  produce  a  reduced  num¬ 
ber  of  models  or  nameplates  that  will  comply. 

6.  The  efforts  that  have  been  made  to 
Identify  useful  technology  developed  by 
other  companies. 

7.  The  efforts,  results,  and  conclusions 
relative  to  all  alternative  power  systems 
considered. 

8.  The  interim  standards  which  could  be 
met  in  1977  Including  assumptions  used  to 
arrive  at  the  levels  obtainable,  emission 
control  system  to  be  used,  the  extra  cost 
to  the  car  buyer  for  such  a  system,  and 
the  associated  increased  annual  operating 
cost.  Such  interim  standards  should  reflect 
the  greatest  degree  of  emission  control 
achievable  by  application  of  available  tech¬ 
nology. 

b.  Technical  information.  Information 
should  be  submitted  on  each  and  every  pro¬ 
gram,  project,  or  working  area  that  im¬ 
pacts  on  the  overall  emission  control  sys¬ 
tem  development  relevant  to  the  suspen¬ 
sion  applioatlon.  This  should  Include  all 
programs/projects  that  are  directed  toward 
the  development  of  systems  or  subsystems 
to  be  used  in  1977  emission  control  systems 
as  well  as  those  programs/projects  aimed 
at  the  development  of  systems  or  subsys¬ 
tems  not  now  actively  under  consideration 
for  incorporation  into  1977  systems  but 
which  at  one  time  were  under  consideration. 
Information  on  all  system  or  subsystem 
development  relevant  to  the  suspension  ap¬ 
plication  is  necessary  even  if  the  program/ 
project  was  started  before  the  passage  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  of  1970.  An  ex¬ 
ample  would  be  work  initiated  on  reduction 
catalysts  in  1969. 

1.  Teat  procedures  and  emission  data  for¬ 
mat.  For  maximum  usefulness  all  emission 
data  reported  should  be  taken  by  the  1975 
Federal  Test  Procedure.  If  this  is  not  pos¬ 
sible,  data  should  be  reported  in  its  original 
form,  Specifying  the  appropriate  test  pro¬ 
cedure.  The  data  should  then  be  converted 
into  a  1975  test  procedure  equivalent  by  the 
applicant.  The  basis  for  such  a  conversion 
process  should  include  tests  with  the  same 
tjrpe  of  emission  control  systems  on  similar 
vehicles  using  both  the  non- 1975  test  pro¬ 
cedure  and  the  1975  test  procedure.  The  ex¬ 
planation  of  each  conversion  should  include 
a  statistical  justiflcatlon  of  the  conversion 
factors  chosen.  Non-conforming  data  may 
not  be  considered. 

2.  Vehicle  and  teat  description.  The  vehi¬ 
cles  on  which  the  emission  data  is  presented 
should  be  fully  identified  with  respect  to 
the  items  in  Table  I.  A  full  description  of 
what  should  be  included  under  each  item 
follows  (Table I). 


Tabls  I 

1.  Vehicle  Description. 

2.  Purpose  of  Test. 

3.  Mileage  Accxunulation  Procedtu’e. 

4.  Emissions  Test  Procedure. 

5.  Testing  Frequency. 

6.  Engine. 

7.  Intake  Manifold. 

8.  Oarburetion. 

9.  Choke. 

10.  Air  Cleaner. 

11.  Fuel  Injection. 

12.  Powertrain. 

13.  Torque  Converter. 

14.  Clutch. 

15.  Transmission  and  Rear  Axle. 

16.  N/V. 

17.  Exhaust  Gas  Recirculation. 

18.  Secondary  Air. 

19.  Air  Pump. 

20.  Thermal  Reactor. 

21.  Reducing  Catalyst. 

22.  Oxidation  Catalyst. 

23.  Catalyst  Protection. 

24.  Special  System  Features. 

25.  Fuel. 

26.  Engine  Lubricant. 

27.  Test  Personnel  and  Project  Identifica¬ 
tion. 

Desckiption  op  Table  I 

1.  Vehicle  Description:  Vehicle  identifica¬ 
tion  no.  Marketing  name  and  model.  Body 
type.  Tire  size.  Weight  (full  fuel  tank) . 

2.  Purpose  of  Teat:  Durability,  experimen¬ 
tal  system  evaluation,  etc. 

3.  Mileage  Accumulation  Procedure:  A.M.A. 
driving  cycle,  company  durability  cycle  (spec¬ 
ify  cycle  and  maintenance  performed) .  Etc. 

4.  Emissions  Teat  Procedure:  1975  test  pro¬ 
cedure. 

6.  Testing  Frequency:  Planned/actual 
mileage  accumulated  between  tests. 

6.  Engine:  Displacement,  configuration, 
bare,  stroke,  combustion  chamber  type,  com¬ 
pression  ratio,  swirl,  quench. 

7.  Intake  manifold:  Single  or  double  plane 
configuration.  Intake  charge  heating— ex¬ 
haust  gases,  electrical,  coolant.  What  percent¬ 
age  of  maxlmrun  available  heat  transfer  area 
is  used  for  intake  charge  heating. 

8.  Carburetion:  Carburetor  type,  manufac¬ 
turer,  model  number,  number  of  venturis. 
Activation  procedure  for  secondary  venturis. 
Maximum  flow  rate  (cfm).  Test  bench  flow 
curve,  altitude  compensation. 

9.  Choke:  Temperature  characteristics. 
Choke  action  control  procedure — ^bimetal, 
time,  electrical  heat.  Choke-off  time,  etc. 

10.  Air  Cleaner:  Intake  air  treatment — 
heat  source,  modulation  procedure,  set  point 
temperature,  etc. 

11.  Fuel  injection:  Type  of  injection,  man¬ 
ufacturer’s  model  number.  Alr/fuel  ratio 
curve.  Maximum  system  air-flow  rate  (cfm) . 

12.  Powertrain:  Type-Automatic,  Manual  3 
speed,  4  speed,  etc. 

13.  Torque  Converter:  Size  and  manufac¬ 
turer,  model  no.,  stall  speed,  torque  multipli¬ 
cation,  etc. 

14.  Clutch:  Type. 

15.  Transmission:  Type,  manufacturer, 
model  no.,  stall  ^eed,  twque  multiplication, 
etc. 

16.  N/V:  Engine  speed  with  transmission 
in  revolutions  per  minute  divided  by  vehicle 
speed  expressed  in  miles  per  hour. 

17.  Exhaust  Gas  Recirculation:  Type  of 
control.  Flow  rate  as  a  function  of  engine 
load  and  speed.  Admission  flow  character¬ 
istics. 

18.  Secondary  Air:  Control  procedure  and 
method  by  which  air  flow  rate  is  modulated, 
point  of  admission,  etc. 

19.  Air  Pump:  Type,  manufacturer,  model 
number,  displacement,  speed  and  flow  rate 
vs.  engine  speed. 


20.  Thermal  Reactor:  Conflgtuatlon,  ma¬ 
terials,  volinne  vs.  volume  of  cylinders  served, 
special  flow  problems,  as  with  two  cylinders 
exhausting  into  reactor  with  mlniqial  time 
separation— or  the  reverse  where  there  is 
little  cylinder  to  cylinder  interaction. 

21.  Reduction  Catalyst:  Type  of  active  ma¬ 
terial,  substrate,  mounting  location  in  ve¬ 
hicle  manufacturer.  Manufactwer’s  serial 
number  for  component.  Vehicle  manufac¬ 
turer’s  identification,  number.  Catalyst  active 
material  loading  in  troy  ounces  per  catalyst 
and  troy  ounces  per  vehicle,  active  material 
identification,  and  relative  proportions  of 
active  materials  if  more  than  one  active  ma¬ 
terial  is  present. 

22.  Oxidation  Catalyst:  As  above. 

23.  Catalyst  Protection  Devices:  Type, 
control  procedure,  system  bypass  modes,  etc. 

24.  Special  System  Features:  Any  com¬ 
ponents  not  shown  above  including  modulat¬ 
ing  defeat  or  override  devices. 

25.  Fuel:  Brand  name,  octane  rating  (re¬ 
search).  sensitivity,  and  lead,  phosphorus 
and  sulfur  content.  Reid  vapor  pressure.  Hy¬ 
drocarbon  composition.  Distillation  curve 
range. 

26.  Engine  Lubricant:  Brand  name,  SAE 
viscosity  range.  Content  of  sulfur,  phos¬ 
phorus,  lead,  calcium,  etc. 

27.  The  date  of  the  test,  the  driver’s  full 
name,  the  responsible  engineer’s  full  name 
and  the  project  under  which  this  test  was 
performed. 

3.  Durability  testing.  Durability  testing  re¬ 
sults  are  considered  important.  Durability 
test  data  submitted  should  Include  at  least 
the  following  information; 

(A)  A  description  of  the  type  of  mileage 
accumulation  schedule.  The  EPA-AMA  cer¬ 
tification  durability  schedule  is  one  example. 
Since  this  is  the  schedule  from  which  ve¬ 
hicle  deterioration  factors  will  be  derived  for 
certification  purposes,  it  is  considered  the 
most  Important.  It  is  realized,  however,  that 
other  mileage  accumulation  schedules  are 
considered  very  important  to  manufacturers. 
Any  available  data  from  so  called  "customers 
service  durability’’  or  other  schedules,  may 
also  be  useful.  ’The  type  of  schedule  should 
be  clearly  identified  and  described  in  detail. 
’The  reasons  for  the  existence  of  the  test  and 
the  way  in  which  the  results  are  used  should 
be  identified.  If  the  emissions  on  these  tests 
(tests  other  than  EPA  durability)  differ  from 
the  emissions  on  the  EPA  schedule,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  the  differences  should  be  explained. 

(B)  Data  taken  on  EPA  durability  should 
be  reported  at  the  same  mileage  increments 
(approximately  5,000  miles)  as  on  regular 
certification  tests.  Any  variation  from  the 
nominal  5,000  mileage  increment  must  be 
explained. 

(C)  More  than  one  data  point  at  each 
mileage  point  is  preferred.  The  deterioration 
factor  should  be  calculated  as  for' certifica¬ 
tion.  Data  taken  on  other  mileage  accumula¬ 
tion  schedules  should  be  explained  fully  as 
to  frequency  of  testing  and  number  of  tests 
at  each  mileage  interval.  ’The  explanation 
needs  to  include  reasons  for  conducting  the 
emission  testing  program,  so  that  the  ration¬ 
ale  for  any  characteristic  of  the  test  program, 
such  as  a  single  test  instead  of  back  to  back 
tests,  etc.,  is  apparent. 

(D)  Emission  data  as  a  function  of  mile¬ 
age  for  the  system  without  the  catalyst  is 
desirable  to  fully  evaluate  system  deteriora¬ 
tion. 

(E)  If  a  test  is  reported  to  have  been  ter¬ 
minated,  the  reasons  for  the  termination 
should  be  explained  fully  for  each  cause  in 
which  durability  testing  was  stopped.  ’The 
pr^se  reason  for  the  termination  of  the  test, 
one  that  is  logically  consistent  with  the  over¬ 
all  program  rationale,  is  necessary.  A  discus¬ 
sion  of  what  was  learned  from  terminated 
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tests,  for  ezsmple  a  description  of  tbe  analy¬ 
sis  made  of  failed  components,  should  be  In¬ 
cluded  for  each  test  that  was  stqpped.  How 
the  results  of  unsuccessful  (or  successful) 
tests  feed  back  to  the  direction  and  emphasis 
of  the  program  is  considered  Important. 

(F)  The  number  of  vehicles  used,  their 
relationship  to  the  current  and  planned 
product  mix,  and  the  number  of  duplicate 
vehicles  tar  each  englne/transmlsslon  family 
undergoing  durability  testing  Should  be  ex¬ 
plained  fully.  The  explanation  should  Indi¬ 
cate  (1)  the  estimated  confidence  level  In 
the  results  from  the  number  of  test  vehicles, 
and  (11)  a  comparison  between  the  number 
of  vehicles  claimed  adequate  for  emission 
control  systems  durability  testing  and  the 
number  of  vehicles  usually  tested  for  dura¬ 
bility  In  proving  out  other  systems. 

4.  Test  results.  All  relevant  data  resulting 
from  development  programs  and  projects 
should  be  reported.  This  includes  data  frcmi 


Fuel  economy  in  miles  per  gallon 


durability,  performance,  component/subsys¬ 
tem  checkout,  calibration  and  optimization 
testing. 

(A)  Emission  Test  Results,  This  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  presented  as  indicated  In 
Section  4(b)  (1)  of  these  guidelines  and  In¬ 
clude  In  chronological  order  a  record  of 
all  system  changes,  maintenance  (Including 
reasons  for  performing  maintenance),  and  a 
detailed  explanation  of  reasons  for  t»t  ter¬ 
mination  when  It  occurs.  Emission  data  for 
the  system  without  Its  catalyst  (s)  should 
also  be  presented,  if  available,  or  If  deter¬ 
mined  by  modal  test  performed  both  up¬ 
stream  and  downstream  of  the  catalyst. 

(B)  Fuel  Economy — (1)  1975  Federal  Test 
Procedure.  Provide  the  weighted  1976  Fuel 
Economy  for  all  tests  run  on  advanced  emis¬ 
sion  control  systems.  Use  the  following  for¬ 
mula  for  fuel  economy  and  fuel  consiunp- 
tion. 

2423 
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give  the  baseline  results  and  the  modified  re¬ 
sults  for  sulfate  emissions. 

(ill)  Assessment  of  the  practicability  of 
controlling  sulfate  emissions  on  the  vehicle. 
The  practicability  of  control  should  be  based 
on  the  applicant’s  own  test  and/or  knowledge 
of  vehicular  sulfate  emissions  control. 

(iv)  A  full  description  of  the  level  of  effort 
now  underway  in  the  area  of  sulfate  emis¬ 
sions  control.  Note  that  this  Includes  not 
only  sulfate  emissions  characterization,  i.e., 
determining  how  much  sulfate  emissions  are 
emitted  and  what  factors  Influence  the  emis¬ 
sion  levels,  but  also  the  level  of  effort  di¬ 
rectly  targeted  toward  developing  control  of 
Biilfate  emissions.  Indicate  how  mafiy  engi¬ 
neers  and  technicians,  in  man  years  of  equiv¬ 
alent  effort,  are  now  assigned  to  this  area, 
how  much  testing  and  support  Is  being  given 
to  this  project,  (for  example  how  many  test 
cells  and  how  much  prototype  hardware  fab¬ 
rication  support  Is  assigned),  and  what  the 
current  plana  are  for  this  area,  (explanation, 
same  level  of  effort,  or  lower  level  of  effort) . 

8.  Cost  information — (A)  First  cost.  The 
cost  breakdown  should  be  in  the  same  form 
as  that  used  by  the  National  Academy  of  Sci¬ 
ences  Committee  on  Motor  Vehicle  Emissions 
in  Appendix  H  of  their  January  1, 1972,  seml- 
smnual  report  to  the  EPA.  This  should  also 
be  specific  as  to  what  fraction  of  the  various 
product  lines  will  require  specific  devices  and 
to  the  specific  costs  by  malor  engine  family. 

(B)  Operating  costs.  This  should  include 
expected  extra  costs  to  the  customer  over  the 
vehicle  lifetime  (assume  60,000  miles)  due 
to: 

(I)  Fuel  and  lubricant  cost,  specifying  the 
miles  per  gallon  fuel  economy  assumed  for 
each  engine  family. 

(II)  Maintenance  cost  other  than  catalyst 
replacement.  Such  estimate  should  break  out 
parts  and  labor  cost  separately  providing  the 
ratios  of  parts  cost  for  OEM  versus  replace¬ 
ment  cost.  The  estimate  should  also  Indicate 
the  expected  level  of  required  maintenance 
on  each  major  emission  control  component 
which  results  In  such  costs. 

(III)  Catalyst  replacement  cost,  If  planned. 
The  estimate  should  separate  labor  and 
material  cost.  Material  cost  should  break  out 
catalsret  and  container  costs. 

[PR Doc .74-28096  Piled  12-2-74:8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

CONSUMER  AFFAIRS  AND  SPECIAL 
IMPACT  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public  Law 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  Consumer  Affairs  and 
Special  Impact  Advisory  Committee  will 
meet  Thursday,  December  19,  1974,  at 
9  a.m..  Room  3400,  12th  &  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

This  Committee  was  established  to 
provide  the  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion  with  diversified  knowledge  and  ex¬ 
periences  possessed  by  a  wide  range  of 
highly  qualified  individuals  who  have 
been  extensively  Involved  in  planning, 
development,  and  Implementation  of 
programs  to  remedy  the  problems  of  the 
consumer,  the  poor,  the  elderly,  and  the 
handicapped  persons  In  rural  and  urban 
America. 

The  Agenda  for  the  meeting  is  as 
follows: 

1.  Project  Independence/Socio-Eco- 
nomlc  Impact. 


where  HC,  CO,  and  CO,  are  the  weighted  exhaust  constituents  In  grams  per  mile  for 
the  entire  1976  test,  with  the  same  .43/. 67  cold  start /hot  start  weighting  as  applied 
to  the  HC  and  CO  values  for  the  1976  test  also  applied  to  the  CO,  values. 

235  2 

Fuel  consumption  in  litres  per  100  kilometers  =  - ^ 

mpg 


(11)  EPA  Non-Metropolitan  Driving  Cycle. 
Provide  the  fuel  economy  and  fuel  con¬ 
sumption  data  for  all  tests  run  on  advanced 
emission  control  system  using  the  EPA  Non- 
Metropolitan  (“Highway”)  driving  cycle.  Use 
the  formula  In  (B)(1),  above,  except  that 
the  HC,  CO,  and  COi  values  In  grams  per  mile 
are  not  weighted. 

(lU)  Fuel  Economy  on  Other  Cycles.  If 
applicant  possesses  fuel  economy  data  devel¬ 
oped  using  a  different  procedure,  he  may 
also  submit  that  data.  The  test  procedure 
should  be  specified  In  detail. 

(C)  Driveability.  Driveability  ratings,  when 
used,  should  be  explained  by  ^eclfylng  the 
test  procedure  In  detaU,  Including  a  copy  of 
the  data  sheet  for  each  driveability  measure¬ 
ment  reported,  the  time  and  place  of  the 
test,  and  the  driver's  name.  For  the  piu*- 
poses  of  comparison  the  numerical  drlvea- 
bUlty  ratings  on  the  same  englne/transmls- 
slon/body  vehicle  for  the  past  three  years 
determined  on  the  same  test  should  be  In¬ 
cluded.  All  technical  terms  should  be  defined. 
If  any  manufacturer  has  numerical  guide¬ 
lines  fcH*  rating  the  acceptablllty/nonaccept- 
ablllty  of  driveability,  these  should  be  also 
Included,  along  with  a  detailed  description 
of  how  these  ratings  were  determined.  If  the 
basis  for  the  ratings  Is  purely  subjective, 
the  name  and  position  of  the  individual  who 
has  final  authority  to  make  the  decision  to 
market  or  not  to  market  the  vehicle,  on  the 
basis  of  driveability,  should  be  Identified. 
Any  driveability  test  described  should  be 
described  In  enough  detail  to  allow  the 
Agency  to  perform  tests  cm  the  same  or  slnxl- 
lar  vehicles,  for  the  purposes  of  validating 
any  claimed  results. 

6.  Other  pollutants — (A)  General.  All  pro¬ 
grams,  tests,  or  analyses  conducted  by  or 
tor  the  applicant,  or  known  by  the  applicant 
to  have  been  conducted  by  component  sup¬ 
pliers  or  others,  to  Identify,  quantify,  or 
control  the  effect  of  candidate  emission  con¬ 
trol  systems  on  emissions  of  substances  other 
than  HC,  CO,  CO,  and  NO*  should  be  de¬ 
scribed.  Such  descriptions  should  at  a  mini¬ 
mum  identify  the  organization  conducting 
the  study,  the  types  of  sirstems  studied,  the 
procedures  employed  and  the  types  and/or 
levels  of  emissions  those  procedures  were  ex¬ 


pected  to  Identify,  quantify,  or  control  and 
a  general  description  of  the  results  obtained. 
Detailed  discussions  of  the  results  of  studies 
In  which  effects  of  systems  on  such  emis¬ 
sion  were  found  should  be  provided  in  sub- 
paragraphs  (B)  through  (D)  below. 

(B)  Particulates.  All  relevant  data  on 
organic  and  inorganic  particulate  emissions 
from  both  catalytic  and  noncatalytlc  systems 
should  be  presented.  Such  data  is  especially 
significant  when  catalyst  attrition  Is  Iden¬ 
tified  as  a  problem.  The  test  procedure  by 
which  the  particulate  emissions  were  deter¬ 
mined  should  be  specified  In  detail.  Includ¬ 
ing  the  tyi)e  of  Instruments,  their  calibra¬ 
tion  and  correlation  with  other  methods  or 
instruments. 

(C)  Gaseous  emissions.  All  relevant  data 
and  Information  concerning  the  amount  and 
nature  of  gaseous  emissions  (other  than  HC, 
(X),  NOi,  or  sulfur  oxides)  produced  by  any 
developmental  control  system  should  be  pre¬ 
sented.  The  test  procedures  by  which  the 
emissions  were  determined  should  be  si>ecl- 
fled  In  detail.  Including  the  type  of  Instru¬ 
ments,  their  calibration  and  correlation  with 
other  methods  or  Instruments. 

(D)  Sulfates.  All  relevant  data  and  Infor¬ 
mation  concerning  the  amormt  and  nature  of 
sulfate  or  sulfur  oxides  emissions  should  be 
presented  Including  details  on  the  test  con¬ 
ditions,  Instrumentation,  and  sampling  and 
analytical  methods  used.  Information  regard¬ 
ing  the  applicant's  current  activity  and  re¬ 
sults  concerning  the  control  of  sulfate  emis¬ 
sions  are  especially  Important  and  should  be 
provided  as  follows: 

(I)  A  description  of  each  sulfate  emission 
control  device  or  sulfate  emission  control 
method  explored  by  the  applicant.  Describe 
the  device  or  method  In  detail,  with  an  ex¬ 
planation  of  the  principle  of  operation. 
Examples  of  control  devices  could  be  scrub¬ 
ber  or  traps,  and  examples  of  method  could 
be  changing  the  nominal  operating  tempera¬ 
ture  of  the  catalyst  or  changing  the  catalyst 
formulation. 

(II)  A  listing  of  all  tests  performed  by  the 
applicant  with  sulfate  contnfi  devices  or 
methods.  Describe  the  vehicle  and  the  con¬ 
trol  device/method  fully.  Indicate  what  the 
test  procedure  and  analysis  method  were,  and 
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2.  Ltf  dUne  Rate  Conc^. 

3.  Copgenration. 

4.  Energy  Stamp  Feasibility  Study. 

5.  Contingency  Plane. 

6.  Open  Fonun. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public; 
boweTer,  space  and  facilities  are  limited. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will,  in  his  Judgment,  facil¬ 
itate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business. 
Any  member  of  the  public  who  wishes  to 
file  a  written  stat^ent  with  the  Com¬ 
mittee  will  be  permitted  to  do  so,  either 
before  or  after  the  meeting.  Members  of 
the  public  who  wish  to  make  oral  state¬ 
ments  should  Inform  Lois  Weeks,  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Management  OfBce 
(202)  961-7022  at  least  5  days  before  the 
meeting  and  reasonable  provision  will  be 
made  for  their  i^pearance  on  the  agenda. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Ccmunittee  Management  OfiBce. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Novem¬ 
ber  27,  1074. 

Robert  K  Montgomery,  Jr., 
Oeneral  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.74-38ig8  FUed  12-2-74;8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  RP71-106  (1973  Phase)] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Compliance  Fiiing 

November  22,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  18. 1974, 
Cities  Service  Gfis  Company  tendered  for 
filing  copies  Its  Report  of  Collections 
from  Jurisdictional  Custcaners.  The  com¬ 
pany  states  that  its  tender  is  made  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Septem¬ 
ber  5,  1974  order  In  the  above  docket, 
and  pursuant  to  Article  n.  section  1  of 
the  April  24, 1974  Stipulation  and  Agree¬ 
ment. 

The  company  also  states  that  copies  of 
the  filing  are  being  served  on  each  of  its 
Jurisdictional  custmners,  each  affected 
state  commission  and  each  paurty  In  the 
above  docket. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  December  9,  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appn^riate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  win  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proce^iing.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petitkm  to  intervene.  Cofriiea  of  this 


flUng  are  <»  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  avaOaMe  for  public  Inspectlmi. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Seeretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-B79d3  PUed  ia-3-74;8:4B  am) 


[Docket  No.  CS7&-199.  et  al.\ 

‘'SMALL  PRODUCER”  CERTIFICATES  * 
Notice  of  Applications 

November  21,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  AiH>li- 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Oas  Act  and  §  157.40  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder  for  a  “smaU  producer” 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  authorlzmg  the  sale  for  resale  and 
delivery  ot  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
applications  which  are  on  file  wltii  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  19, 1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requlr^ents  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Cmnmission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishl^  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  auth(»ity  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commlssicm’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  all  applications  in  which  no  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  if  thi  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificates  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  Intervene 
Is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plxtmb, 
Secretary. 


>  Tbla  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli- 
dstton  t<x  bearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


Dosket  NOk  DeU  iUd  ApfRieaiit 


C87S>ttt.._  OsL  31,1974  Wedaman  PiodnetioB  Co.; 

Ino.,  P.O.  Box  62432, 
Lanyette,  La.  70601. 

0875-307. _ Oet.  35,1974  Poneat  Bed,  404  Oden 

Bldg.,  Sbrevepart,  La. 
71101. 

C876-308 . do . Toe  Bob  White,  MO  Beck 

Bldg.,  ShtevepMi,  La. 
71101. 

0876-260 . do . A.  D.  Bell,  518  Pint  Na- 

tionat  Bank  Bldg.,  Mid¬ 
land,  Tex.  79701. 

CS76-210 . do . MAT  Coal  Corp.  A 

Patioteom  Surveys 
Goto.,  d.b.a.  McNulty 
A  Bevins  Oil  A  Oas 
Intereats,  1048  Buena 
vista  Dr.,  Huntington, 
W.  Va.  25704. 

C875-211..-. . do _ Today  Engineering,  Inc., 

Box  766,  WoMward, 
Okla.  73801. 

CS75-213....  Oct  29,1974  Fair  PUy  OU  A  Gas  Co.; 

P.O.  Box  B,  Altec, 
N.  Mex.  87410. 

CS75-213....  Oct  80,1974  HarNd  B.  Ehrlich,  140 
Central  Park  West,  Nev 
York,  N.Y.  10023. 

C875-214....  Nov.  1. 1974  Walt«  W.  Heard,  Jr.,  P.Oj 
Box  18M,  Natchea,  Mis&i 
89120. 

C875-215... . do.......  Ervlng  Wolf,  110  East  50th 

Bt.,  14tb  floor.  New 
York,  N.Y.  10022. 

C875-210 . . do.......  Lynal.  Ino,,  1128  CooUdge 

Blvd.,  Lafoyette,  lL 
70601. 

C875-217..^.  Nov.  4,1174  CleveRock  Energy  Corp.; 

2608  Lincoln  Center 
B^.,  Denver,  C<Ao^ 

CS75-218... . do.....T.  8t.  Mary  Pariah  Land  Co.; 

1770  linooln  8t.,  Dfarver, 
Colo.  80208. 

CS75-219..... _ do . Carrie  Jane  Keels,  8316 

Loven  Lane,  Dallas, 
Tax.  75225. 

CS75-220 _ do... _ American  Independent  Oil 

Co.,  60  BoekeMler  Plata, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10020. 

C875-221 _ Nov.  7,1974  Toledo  Mining  Co.,  KO 

Newhouse  Bldg.,  Balt 
Laka  aty,  Utah  MllL 


[FR Doc.74-27992  Filed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9100] 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Rate  Schedule 

November  26, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  8, 1974, 
Alabama  Power  Company  tendered  for 
filing  an  unsigned  service  agreement 
dated  October  18,  1974,  with  the  City  of 
Dothan,  Alabama,  pursuant  to  its  FPC 
Electric  Tariff,  original  Volume  No.  1. 
The  purpose  of  the  filing  is  to  bring  Ala¬ 
bama’s  present  service  to  Dothan  within 
the  provisions  of  Alabama’s  filed  tariff, 
and  thereby  make  applicable  to  Dothan, 
Alf^ama’s  current  wholesale  rate  as  filed 
In  Docket  No.  E-8851  on  June  17,  1974. 
The  new  service  agreement  is  proposed 
to  be  made  effective  on  December  18, 
1974.  Alabama’s  proposed  wholesale  rate 
in  Docket  No.  E-8851  is  presently  in  ef¬ 
fect  sidsject  to  refund  pending  hearing 
and  decision  thereon.  Dothan  is  an  In- 
tervenor  in  the  proceeding  in  Docket  No. 
£-8851. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  and  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filing  should  file  a  petition  to  Intervene 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  233— TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  3,  1974 


41904 


NOTICES 


or  protest  with  the  Federal  Power  Com-  In  sui^rt  of  the  proposed  changes,  payment  tracking  provision  Is  prop»  fw 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Cities  Service  stated  that  the  Increased  the  period  the  settlement  remains  In  ef- 
Washlngton,  D.C.  20426,  In  accordance  rates  are  required  to  reflect  a  rate  of  re-  feet,  l.e.,  until  the  next  section  4  rate  In- 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Cranmis-  turn  of  10.5  percent,  an  Increase  In  com-  crease  becomes  effective,  subject  to  re- 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  posite  book  depreciation  rates  to  3.73  p^-  fund.*  Accordlni^.  we  shall  deny  Cities 
CFR  1.8  or  1.10) .  All  such  petitions  or  cent,  increases  in  the  cost  of  purchased  Service’s  request  fra:  waiver  of  S  154.38 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before  De-  gas.  certain  costs  r^ated  to  advance  pay-  (d)  (3)  and  reject  Original  Sheet 
cember  13,  1974.  Protests  will  be  con-  ments  to  producers  for  natural  gas  sup-  Nos.  37H.  371  and  37J,  which  reflect 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin-  plies,  increases  in  plant  and  related  cost  the  advance  payment  tariff  tracking 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  of  service  items,  increases  in  the  cost  of  provision. 

but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  materials,  supplies,  wages  and  services.  We  also  note  that  Cities  has  Included 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  Increases  in  ad  valorem,  payroll,  fran-  In  its  filing  costs  associated  with  the 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a  chise  and  state  Income  t^es,  and  a  re-  amortization  of  an  unsuccessful  naptha 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil-  duction  in  gas  purchase  and  sales  vol-  feedstock  synthetic  natural  gas  plant, 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  umes.  However,  Cities  has  not  requested  special 


are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kmo. 
Acting  Secretary. 

fFB  Doc.74-28108  Piled  12-2-74;8;45  am] 


The  proposed  effective  date  of  the  fil¬ 
ing  is  November  23,  1974.  Notice  was 
issued  on  November  1,  1974,  with  pro¬ 
tests  and  petitions  to  Intervene  due  on 
or  before  November  15,  1974.  Protests 


permission  to  amortize  these  costs  to  its 
cost-of -service.  Accordingly,  we  shall  di¬ 
rect  that  Cities  file  revised  tariff  sheets 
reflecting  elimination  of  these  costs  from 
Its  rates  If  Cities  has  not  filed  for  by  a 


and  Interventions  will  be  treated  In  a  separate  application  and  received  special 


[Docket  No.  E-88841 
CAROLINA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 
Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

November  22,  1974. 

On  November  19, 1974,  North  Carolina 
Electric  Membership  Corporation  and 
Four  Covmty  Electric  Membership  Cor¬ 
poration  filed  a  motion  to  extend  the 
procedural  dates  fixed  by  order  Issued 
August  26,  1974,  In  the  alwve  designated 
matter.  No  party  objects  to  the  motion. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

staff  Service  Date,  January  3,  1975. 

Intervener  Service  Date,  January  15,  1975. 
Company  Rebuttal  Service  Date,  January  31. 
1975. 

Hearing,  February  18,  1975  (10  a.m.  e.s.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-28099  Piled  12-2-74;8:45  am] 

(Docket  No.  RP7&-27] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
in  Part  and  Rejecting  in  Part  Rate  Filing 
and  Establishing  Hearing  Procedures 

November  22,  1974. 
On  October  23, 1974,  Cities  Service  Gas 
Company  (Cities  Service)  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  in  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Second  Revised  Volume  No,  1.* 
Cities  Service  stated  that  the  filing  pro¬ 
posed  an  Increase  above  its  presently  ef¬ 
fective  rates  which  would  increase  reve¬ 
nues  from  jurisdictional  sales  by  $8,948,- 
536,  based  on  sales  volumes  for  the  test 
period  (the  twelve  months  ended  June 
30,  1974,  adjusted  for  known  changes 
through  March  31,  1975).  Cfitles  Service 
further  stated  that  such  filing  also  In¬ 
cluded  a  change  in  the  base  cost  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas  in  Cities  Service’s  POA 
clause  to  reflect  the  average  cost  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas  reflected  in  the  Increased 
rates. 


^Eleventii  Revised  l^eet  PGA-1,  Second 
Revised  Sheet  Na  87D,  Original  Sheet  Nos. 
37H.  371  and  STJ. 


separate  order. 

The  Volumetric  Base  Tariff  Rates  and 
Rates  After  Cumulative  Adjustment  In 
Eleventh  Revised  Sheet  PGA-1  reflect  a 
temporary  rate  Increase  of  0.59^  per  Mcf 
for  recovery  of  a  judgment  paid  to  West¬ 
ern  Natural  Gas  Company.  Cities  Serv¬ 
ice  states  that  this  Increase  shall  be 
eliminated  frmn  the  Company’s  rates  In 
accordance  with  the  settlement  approved 
by  the  Commission’s  order  of  Septem¬ 
ber  5,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  RP71-106 
(1973  Phase)  when  Cities  Service  has 
collected  $3,175,000  thereunder.  If  this 
Increase  is  thus  eliminated  from  its  rates 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  Eleventh 
Revised  Sheet  PGA-1,  Cities  Service 
states  that  it  will  file  a  substitute  sheet 
to  similarly  eliminate  this  temporary 
rate  Increase  of  0.59#  per  Mcf.  To  this 
date  no  such  substitute  sheet  has  been 
filed  with  this  Commission. 

Cities  Service  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  grant  such  authority  as  may  be 
required  to  use  the  composite  book  de¬ 
preciation  rate  of  3.73  percent  rather 
than  3.25  percent  for  gathering  plant, 
4.00  percent  for  products  extraction  plant 
and  3.125  percent  for  storage  and  trans¬ 
mission  plant. 

Cities  Service  further  requests  that  the 
Commission  waive  the  provisions  of 
§  154.38(d)  (3)  to  permit  Article  22,  with 
an  advance  payment  rate  adjustment 
provision  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
posed.  (Titles  Service  requests  in  the 
alternative,  that  if  the  Commission  does 
not  accept  Article  22  as  proposed,  the 
Cities  Service’s  imrelated  tariff  changes 
on  Eleventh  Revised  Sheet  PGA-1  and 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  37D  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  on  Novem¬ 
ber  23. 1974.  _ 

Section  154.38(d)(3),  (4)  and  (5)  of 
the  regulations  provide  that  no  perma¬ 
nent  automatic  rate  adjustment  provision 
shall  be  permitted  for  natural  gas  com¬ 
panies  except  for  purchased  gas  and  re¬ 
search  and  development  expenditures. 
We  have  only  permitted  advance  pay¬ 
ment  tracking  provisions  when  they 
are  part  of  an  approved  rate  settlement 
agreement  wherein  the  Commission  has 
reviewed  all  of  the  Company’s  costs,  in¬ 
cluding  advance  payments,  and  revenues 
and  has  determine  that  an  advanced 


permission  from  the  Commlssicm  to 
amortize  these  costs  to  its  cost  of  serv¬ 
ice  prior  to  the  date  the  rates  become  ef¬ 
fective.  subject  to  refimd,  in  this  do(^et. 

Cities  Service  states  that  It  has  re¬ 
flected  In  this  ffllng  the  amortization 
over  a  five  year  period  of  $2,017,198, 
which  is  that  portion  of  advance  pay¬ 
ments  to  certain  producers  which  has 
been  determined  to  be  nonrecoverable. 
Statement  P  In  this  filing  shows  this 
amoimt  represents  the  nonrecoverable 
portion  of  advance  payments  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  Order  Nos.  410,  410A,  465  and 
499.  The  amortization  of  $1,669,698  of 
this  amoimt  was  ultimately  reflected  In 
Cities  Service’s  rate  proceeding  at  Dock¬ 
et  No.  RP74-4.  However,  pursuant  to 
Account  166,  Cities  Service  requests  the 
necessary  Commission  authority  to 
charge  the  additional  nonrecoverable 
lamount  of  $347,500  associated  with  a 
January  2,  1974,  advance  to  Jake  L. 
Hammon  and  a  September  23, 1971  Bon- 
ray  OH  Company  advance  to  FPC  Ac¬ 
count  813,  beginning  with  the  effective 
date  of  the  Increased  rates  filed  here¬ 
with.  We  shall  direct  that  toe  Issue  of 
the  proper  accounting  and  rate-making 
treatment  for  the  $347,500  of  nonrecov¬ 
erable  advances  mentioned  above  shall  be 
an  issue  in  this  proceeding. 

Our  review  of  this  filing  shows  that 
Cities  Service  has  used  a  modified  Sea¬ 
board  method  of  cost  classification  in  Its 
cost  allocation  and  rate  design  presen¬ 
tation.  Cities  Service  uses  a  classification 
of  costs  based  on  classlf3dng  as  commod¬ 
ity  costs  a  percentage  of  the  fimctlon- 
alized  fixed  costs  equal  to  the  load  factor 
of  each  fxmctlon  tones  50  percent.  The 
remainder  of  toe  fixed  costs  In  each 
function,  tool  becomes  demand  costs. 

In  Opinion  No.  671,  we  expressed  our 
concern  over  toe  worsening  gas  supply 
situation  and  particularly  as  It  existed 

•Order  No.  499, _ PPG _ Issued  De¬ 

cember  29.  1973,  In  Docket  No.  RM74-4; 

Southern  Natural  Oaa  Company, _ FPO 

_ issued  ApiU  18.  1973,  In  Docket  No. 

RP72-91,  et  ol.;  rehearing  denied _ TPO 

_ _  Issued  June  8,  1973;  Ncarthem  Natural 

Oas  Company, _ FPC _ .  Issued  Iday  20, 

1974,  In  Docket  No.  RP74-80;  Florida  Gas 

Transmission  Conq>any, _ FPO _ _  le- 

sued  May  29,  1974,  In  Docket  No.  BP74-78. 


FEDEIAL  lEGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  233— TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  3,  1974 


NOTICES 


41905 


on  United’s  system.  Based  upon  the  rec¬ 
ord  in  that  case  we  conclude  that  more 
wei^t  should  be  given  to  annual  use 
of  United’s  pipeline  system  than  is  char¬ 
acteristic  of  the  unmodified  Seaboard 
methodology.  Therefore,  we  assigned  75 
percent  of  fixed  costs  to  the  commodity 
component  of  two-part  rates  and  to  the 
straight-line  rates.  Part  of  our  rationale 
was  that  in  view  of  the  gas  supply  short¬ 
age,  low  priority  usage  should  be  discour¬ 
aged  and  the  price  gap  between  natural 
gas  and  alternative  fuels  in  the  inter¬ 
ruptible  Industrial  market  should,  at  the 
mMimum,  be  narrowed. 

In  light  of  our  policy  of  considering 
competitive  fuel  prices  in  setting  com¬ 
modity  rate  levels  and  of  the  present  sup¬ 
ply  and  maricet  conditions  on  the  system, 
all  parties  to  this  proceeding  should 
direct  their  attention,  and  file  any  evi¬ 
dence  they  wish  to  submit,  as  to  the 
propriety  the  continued  use  of  the 
modified  Seaboard  method  of  cost  clas¬ 
sification,  allocation  and  rate  design  pro¬ 
posal  (m  the  system  as  well  as  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  the  use  of  alternate  methods  of 
cost  classification,  allocation  and  rate 
design  which  may  more  closely  refiect  or 
implement  the  Commission’s  objectives 
in  this  area.* 

Cities  Service’s  request  for  increased 
rates  is  based  in  part  upon  the  fact  that 
its  dellverabillty  of  gas  from  connected 
sources  is  declining.  The  present  gas 
shortage  in  this  country,  to  which  this 
Commission  has  often  called  attention, 
is  a  problem  which  is  shared  by  most  if 
not  all  major  Interestate  transmission 
pipelines  in  varying  degrees  of  magni¬ 
tude.  The  effect  upon  the  risk  of  capital 
invested  in  gas  pipeline  cg)eratlons  result¬ 
ing  from  Inadequate  and  declining  gas 
supplies  as  well  as  the  uncertainties  and 
contingencies  inherent  in  possible  sup¬ 
plemental  sources  of  supply  are  of  direct 
and  primary  concern  to  us.  It  also  seems 
clear  that  the  gas  shortage  may  result 
in  situations  where  the  useful  or  eco¬ 
nomic  life  of  gas  pipeline  facilities  may 
be  substantially  less  than  their  physical 
life.  Accordingly,  we  request  that  the 
evidence  in  this  proceeding,  including 
that  to  be  filed  by  our  Staff,  give  full  and 
careful  consideration  to  these  factors  in 
the  development  of  recommendations  on 
the  issues  of  rate  of  return  and  deprecia¬ 
tion  so  as  to  enable  this  Commission  to 
formulate  sound  regulatory  policies  in 
these  areas. 

0\ir  review  of  this  filing  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  Included  therein  indicate 
that  the  proposed  rates  have  not  wholly 
been  shown  to  be  Just  and  reasonable 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory  or  preferential  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful.  We  shall  accordingly,  ac¬ 
cept  Eleventh  Revised  Sheet  POA-1  and 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  STD  for  filing, 
order  a  suspension  of  the  rates  proposed 
therein  for  five  months,  establish  hear¬ 
ing  procediures  and  permit  the  rates  to 
bec<xne  effective  April  23, 1975,  subject  to 


*  See:  Footnote  8  in  our  order  of  May  31, 
1974,  In  Ccdumbla  Oas  TranamleBlon,  et  al.. 
Docket  Noe.  BP74-83  and  BP74r-81. 


refund  as  hereinafter  ordered  and  con¬ 
ditioned. 

Hie  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  accept  Eleventh  Revised  Sheet 
PGA-1  and  Second  Revised  Sheet  No. 
STD  for  filing  and  suspend  them  as  here¬ 
inafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(2)  Cities  Service’s  request  for  waiver 
of  §  154.38(d)  (3)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  should  be  denied  and  Orig¬ 
inal  Sheet  Nos.  37H,  371  and  37J,  which 
contain  the  advance  payment  tracking 
provisions,  should  be  rejected. 

(3)  It  Is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  Interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the 
Cmnmission  enter  upon  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rati^  and 
charges  contained  in  Cities  Service’s  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised  Volume  No. 

1,  as  proposed  to  be  amended  in  this 
docket. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Waiver 
of  §  154.38(d)  (3)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  is 
denied  and  Original  Sheet  Nos.  37H,  371 
and  37J,  which  contain  the  advance  pay¬ 
ment  tracking  provision,  are  rejected. 

(B)  Pending  a  hearing  and  decision 
thereon.  Eleventh  Revised  Sheet  PGA-1 
and  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  37D  are 
suspaided  for  the  full  statutory  term  and 
the  use  thereof  deferred  until  April  23, 
1974  or  until  such  time  as  they  are  made 
effective  in  the  manner  provided  in  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  subject  to  the  condition 
in  Ordering  Paragraph  (C) . 

(C)  Cities  shall  file  revised  tariff  sheets 
reflecting  elimination  of  the  costs  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  amortization  of  its  im- 
successful  feedstock  synthetic  natural 
gas  plant  If  Cities  has  not  filed  for,  by 
separate  application,  and  received  spe¬ 
cial  permission  from  the  Commission  to 
amortize  these  costs  to  its  cost  of  service 
prior  to  the  date  the  rates  become  effec¬ 
tive.  subject  to  refund,  in  this  docket. 

(D)  Pursuant  to  authority  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4  and 
5  thereof,  the  Cmnmlssion’s  rules  and 
regulations  (18  CFR,  Chapter  1) ,  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  shall  be  held  (m  April  15, 
1975,  at  10  a.m.,  ejs.t.,  in  a  hearing  room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  NE..  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  concerning  the  lawfulness 
and  reasonableness  of  the  rates  and 
charges  in  Cities  Service  PPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  as  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended  herein. 

(E)  on  or  before  March  4,  1975,  the 
Commission  Staff  ^all  serve  its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits.  Any  Inter- 
venor  evidence  will  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  18, 1975.  Any  rebuttal  evidence  by 
Cities  Service  shall  be  served  on  or  be¬ 
fore  April  1.  1975. 

(F)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(see  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  diall  prescribe  relevant 
procedural  matters  not  herein  provided, 
and  shall  control  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  policies  expressed  in 
1 2.59  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure. 


(G)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-281()3  Piled  12-2-74:8:46  em] 


[Docket  No.  BP76-81 

COMMERCIAL  PIPELINE  COMPANY,  INC. 

Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

November  25,  1974. 

On  November  20.  1974,  Staff  Counsel 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  staff  service 
date  fixed  by  order  Issued  September  13, 
1974,  in  the  above-designated  matter. 
The  motion  states  that  all  of  the  parties 
concur. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  for  filing  staff  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  above  matter  is  extended  to 
and  including  December  20,  1974.  The 
remaining  procedural  dates  are  un¬ 
changed. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-28097  PUed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RF74-50-6] 

FLORIDA  HYDROCARBONS  CO.  AND 
FLORIDA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

November  25,  1974. 
On  November  21, 1974,  the  Port  Pierce 
Utility  Authority  of  the  City  of  Port 
Pierce,  Galnesvllle-Alachua  County  Re¬ 
gional  Electric  Water  and  Sewer  Utili¬ 
ties,  Sebring  Utilities  Commission,  and 
the  Cities  of  Homestead.  Kissimmee, 
Lakeland.  Starke,  and  Tallahassee, 
Florida,  filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  pro¬ 
cedural  dates  fixed  by  order  of  Novem¬ 
ber  11,  1974,  in  the  above-designated 
matter.  The  motion  states  that  no  party 
opposes  the  changes. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  Is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Company  Testimony,  January  8, 
1976. 

Service  of  Opposition  Testimony,  January 
20, 1976. 

Hearing,  January  28, 1976  (10  ajn.,  e.8.t.) . 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[PR  Doc.74-28008  Piled  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  DA-564-Oregon] 

JOSEPHINE  COUNTY,  OREGON 

Finding  and  Order  Vacating  Withdrawal  of 
Protect 

November  25, 1974. 

Josephine  County,  Oregon,  filed  an  ap- 
Idication,  under  Revised  Statute  2477,  for 
a  highway  right-of-way  across  land  cl 
the  United  States  withdrawn  for  power 
purposes.  Inasmuch  as  Revised  Statute 
2477  auUiorlzes  the  grant  of  rlghts-of- 
way  only  upon  imreserved  U.S.  lands. 
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the  power  withdrawal  affecting  the  sub¬ 
ject  land  must  be  modified  or  revoked  to 
permit  such  grant.  The  following  land 
will  be  affected  by  the  proposed  right-of- 
way: 

WiLLIAMETTX  MERIDIAN,  OREGON 

T.  40  S.,  R.  8  W., 

6ec.  6,  lot  6. 

The  affected  land  lies  on  the  right  bank 
of  Mendenhall  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the 
Illinois  River  and  is  withdrawn  in  Power 
Site  Classification  No.  123  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  7,  1926,  and  pursuant  to  the  filing 
on  May  12,  1930,  of  an  amendatory  ap¬ 
plication  for  preliminary  permit  for  Proj¬ 
ect  No.  853.  The  project  application  was 
rejected  by  Commission  Order  dated  Oc¬ 
tober  15.  1931. 

The  subject  land  lies  in  an  area  that 
would  have  been  affected  by  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  Kerby  Reservoir,  one  of  sev¬ 
eral  units  proposed  in  Project  No.  853. 
The  Kerby  Reservoir  was  to  store  water 
for  diversion  to  the  Rogue  River  for 
eventual  use  through  a  series  of  reser¬ 
voirs  and  powerhouse  having  a  combined 
gross  head  of  800  feet. 

The  plan  of  development  for  the  Kerby 
Reservoir  proposed  a  maximum  water 
surface  at  1,360  feet  elevation  which 
would  fiood  the  lands  of  interest.  How¬ 
ever,  the  existing  improvements  and  the 
continuing  growth  of  the  towns  of  Kerby 
and  Cave  Junction  in  the  Kerby  Reser¬ 
voir  site  make  development  of  the  site 
to  its  original  proposed  elevation  un¬ 
likely.  Development  of  the  site  in  con- 
jimction  with  the  Rogue  River  develop¬ 
ment  also  is  unlikely  since  this  reach  of 
the  Rogue  River  has  been  included  in  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  system.  Under 
the  circumstances,  use  of  the  subject  land 
for  the  proposed  road  right-of-way  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  in  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  finds:  (A)  It  has  no 
objection  to  the  modification  of  Power 
Site  Classification  No.  123  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  permit  the  right-of-way 
grant,  as  applied  for. 

(B)  The  withdrawal  for  Project  No. 
853  serves  no  useful  puipose  and  should 
be  vacated. 

The  Commission  orders:  The  with¬ 
drawal  of  the  subject  land  pursuant  to 
the  application  for  Project  No.  853  is 
hereby  vacated. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-28111  Piled  12-2-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  £-7625] 

MISSISSIPPI  POWER  CO. 

Order  Denying  Application  for  Rehearing 
Novembeb  22, 1974. 

On  October  29,  1973,  as  supplemented 
on  March  22,  1974,  Mississippi  Power 
Company  (Mississippi  Power)  filed  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  certain  re- 


1  Ftiet  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  8,  4,  8,  11,  12,  13, 
ezul  14,  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  10,  Firat 
Revised  ^eet  lOA 


vised  sheets  to  its  PE*C  Electric  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1^  in  compliance 
with  the  Commission’s  Opinion  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  665  Issued  in  this  docket  Septem¬ 
ber  27,  1973.  The  tendered  tariff  sheets 
revised  certain  terms,  conditions,  and 
rates  of  Mississippi  Power’s  wholesale 
electric  service  to  electric  cooperative 
power  associations  Including  service  to 
East  Mississippi  Electric  Power  Associa¬ 
tion  at  its  two  Mississippi  delivery  points 
of  Quitman  and  Merldlam. 

By  order  of  September  23,  1974,  we 
accepted  the  proposed  tariff  sheets  for 
filing  and  permitted  them  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  since  our  review  revealed  that 
they  complied  fully  with  Opinion  No. 
665.  We  further  determined  that  the 
tariff  sheets  could  become  effective  with 
respect  to  deliveries  to  East  Mississipid 
at  the  Quitman  and  Meridian  delivery 
points. 

Our  decision  was  premised  on  our 
finding  that  the  effective  Rate  Schedule 
Nos.  27  and  28,  imder  which  East  Mis¬ 
sissippi  was  contractually  served,  were 
not  subsequently  amended  to  include 
all  the  provisions  in  Rate  Schedule 
MRA-9.  Upon  extensive  review  of  Rate 
Schedule  Nos.  27  and  28,  the  amend¬ 
ments  filed  thereto,  the  pleadings,  and 
other  documents  of  record.  Including 
relevant  correspondence  between  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Power  and  East  Mississippi  con¬ 
cerning  the  contracts  in  question,  we 
found  that  the  parties  Intended  that 
those  rate  schediUes  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect  with  the  single  exception  that 
the  new  MRA-9  rate  would  be  substi¬ 
tuted  in  place  of  iJie  former  rate 
charged  to  East  Mississippi  under  Rate 
Schedule  Nos.  27  and  28.  Because  the 
parties  did  not  amend  their  contracts  to 
include  all  the  provisions  of  the  MRA-9 
Rate  Schedule,  one  of  which  was  a  two- 
year  notification  of  termination  require¬ 
ment,  the  original  contract  provision  of 
six  months’  notification  of  termination 
requirement  remained  in  full  force  and 
effect. 

On  October  23,  1974,  East  Mississippi 
filed  an  application  for  rehearing  of  our 
September  23,  1974  order  Insofar  as  it 
permitted  the  accepted  tariff  sheets  to 
become  effective  at  tne  Quitman  and 
Meridian  delivery  points.  East  Missis¬ 
sippi  contends  that  the  Commission 
erred  in  its  finding  that  East  Mississippi 
and  Mississippi  Power  intended  that 
their  contracts  be  amended  only  to  in¬ 
clude  the  rote  \mder  Rate  Schedule 
MRA-9.  East  Mississippi  argues  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  parties  to  adopt 
the  entire  MRA-9  Rate  Schedule  and 
thereby  amend  its  then  existing  con¬ 
tracts  filed  in  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  27  and 
28.  By  adopting  the  entire  MRA-9  Rate 
Schedule,  East  Mississippi  points  out 
that  the  rate  schedule’s  provision  for  a 
two-year  notifi(ation  of  termination 
supplanted  the  six-month  notification 
provision  in  the  original  contracts  and 
that,  therefore,  the  revised  tariff  provi¬ 
sions  filed  by  Mississippi  Power  on 
October  29,  1973  and  March  22,  1974, 
cannot  becmne  effective  with  respect  to 
East  Mississippi  imtil  December  21, 1974, 
two  years  after  it  was  first  notified  of 


termination  of  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  27 
and  28.* 

In  support  of  its  contention  East  Mis¬ 
sissippi  argues  that  if  the  parties  had 
not  agreed  to  amend  the  contracts  by 
replacing  the  former  rate  schedule  with 
the  entire  MRA-9  rate  schedule  Missis¬ 
sippi  Power  would  not  have  been  able  to 
subject  East  Mississippi  to  a  fuel  clause 
since  there  was  no  provision  for  a  fuel 
clause  in  'the  contracts  or  in  the  prior 
rate  schedule.  East  Mississippi  further 
states  that  the  Commission  ignored  the 
amendments  to  the  underlying  contracts 
in  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  27  and  28.  Those 
amendments*  amended  the  fuel  clause 
provision  in  the  MRA-9  Rate  Schedule 
stating  that  “the  Ccnnpany  desires  to 
amend  the  Tuel  clause’  provision  con¬ 
tained  in  Rate  Schedule  ‘MRA-9'  of 
said  contract”.  East  Mississippi  alleges 
that  if  the  entire  MRA-9  Rate  Schedule 
were  not  a  part  of  the  contracts  this 
statement  would  be  a  misrepresentation 
of  the  facts. 

We  find  no  merit  in  East  Mississippi’s 
allegation  that  it  could  not  have  been 
subject  to  Mississippi  Power’s  fuel 
clause  in  the  absence  of  having  the 
entire  MRA-9  Rate  Schedule  amend  the 
existing  contracts.  The  record  clearly 
shows,  and  neither  piarty  disputes,  that 
East  Mississippi  agreed  to  amend  its 
contracts  with  Mississippi  Power  Insofar 
as  to  reflect  the  rates  provided  under 
MRA-9.  The  fuel  clause,  rather  than 
being  a  separate  provision  distinct  from 
the  rate  charged  imder  MRA-9,  is  a 
component  of  the  rates  charged  under 
MRA-9.  ’The  fact  that  the  i)arties  xmder- 
stood  the  fuel  clause  to  be  a  part  of  the 
agreed  upon  rate  level  is  evidenced  in 
letters  from  Mississippi  Power  to  East 
Mississippi  dated  January  29,  1955  *  and 
April  18,  1956.*  Those  letters  state  that 
if  East  Mississippi  chose  not  to  execute 
new  contracts,  Mississippi  Power  would 
continue  to  fiumish  wholesale  service 
“imder  the  terms  of  the  existing  con¬ 
tracts,  but  the  rate  applicable  for  the 
service  after  the  expiration  date  of  those 
contracts  will  be  rate  schedule  MRA-9, 
which  contains  a  fuel  clause.”  (emphasis 
supplied) .  This  correspondence  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  parties  acknowledged  the 
fuel  clause  to  be  a  component  of  the 
rate  level  to  be  charged  unjjer  MRA-9. 
The  record  nowhere  supports  the  con¬ 
tention  that  the  pcurties  regarded  the 
rates  and  the  fud  clause  under  MRA-9 
as  two  separate  and  unrelated  tariff 
provisions. 


■  By  letters  dated  December  21,  1972,  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Power  Informed  East  Mississippi  of 
Its  intent  to  terminate  Bate  Schedule  No.  27 
on  October  12,  1973  and  Bate  Schedule  No.  28 
on  June  27, 1973. 

*  Amendment  Nos.  2  and  5  to  FPC  Electric 
Bate  Schedule  27  filed  on  June  4,  1963  and 
April  2,  1966;  Amendment  Nos.  3  and  4  to 
FPC  Electric  Bate  Schedule  28  filed  on 
June  4,  1963  and  April  2.  1966. 

« Letter  of  January  29,  1965,  Included  In 
FPC  files  of  Bate  Schedule  Nos.  27  and  28. 

■  Exhibit  3  of  Beeponse  to  Protest  of  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Power  Cmnpany  Tariff  by  East  Mis- 
slBslppl  Electric  Power  Association,  filed 
Janu^  22,  1974. 
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East  Mississippi’s  allegation  that  the 
Commission  ignored  the  amendments  to 
Rate  Schedule  Nos.  27  and  28  which 
amended  the  fuel  clause  is  equally  with* 
out  merit.  We  did  not  reftise  to  consider 
these  amendments.  We  did  however  ar¬ 
rive  at  a  different  c(mclusion  than  does 
East  Mississippi  with  regard  to  their 
significance  to  the  question  at  hand.  The 
amendments  referred  to  contain  the 
following; 

Whereas,  the  Company  desires  to  amend 
the  “Fuel  Clause”  provision  contained  in 
Bate  Schedule  “MRA-9”  of  said  contract; 

East  Mississippi  alleges  that  this  state¬ 
ment  in  the  amendments  proves  that 
Rate  Schedule  MRA-9  was  a  part  of  the 
contract.  A  close  reading  of  this  phrase 
may  also  indicate  the  fact  that  only  the 
fuel  clause,  which  happened  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  Rate  Schedule  MRA-9,  had  be¬ 
come  part  of  the  contract.  Certainly  the 
expression  does  not  give  a  clear  indica¬ 
tion  that  the  entire  rate  schedule  had 
been  incorporated  into  the  contract,  as 
advanced  by  East  Mississippi.  In  light  of 
the  other  evidence  presented  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  indicating  the  parties’  intention 
for  East  Mississippi  to  adopt  only  the 
MRA-9  rate  (Including  the  fuel  clause) . 
we  do  not  find  this  statement  dispositive 
of  the  issue. 

Our  conclusion  that  East  Mississippi 
did  not  incorporate  all  the  provisions  of 
Rate  Schedule  MRA-9  and  thereby 
amend  its  contracts  with  Mississippi 
Power,  is  further  supported  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  evidence.  The  six  months’  noti¬ 
fication  of  termination  requlremait  was 
provided  for  in  the  contracts  betwe^ 
East  Mississippi  and  Mississippi  Power 
and  were  not  provided  for  in  the  former 
MRA-8  Rate  Schedule.  The  subsequent 
MRA-9  Rate  Schedule,  which  East  Mis¬ 
sissippi  contends  it  adopted  in  its  en¬ 
tire^,  does  contain  a  specific  provision 
for  notification  of  termination.  The 
twenty-four  months’  period  provided  for 
in  the  subsequent  MRA-9  Rate  Schedule 
confiicts  with  the  six-months’  period 
written  into  the  contracts.  The  parties 
never  formally  amended  these  contracts 
by  deleting  the  six-months’  period  or 
making  the  contract  language  consistent 
with  the  MRA-9  Rate  Schedule  language. 
Indeed  in  all  amendments  to  the  con¬ 
tract  filed  by  the  parties,  none  of  which 
dealt  with  the  notification  of  termination 
provision,  the  following  statement  was 
written: 

In  all  other  respects  the  said  contract 
Shall  remain  In  full  force  and  effect  and  be 
tmaffected  by  the  amendment  herein  speci¬ 
fied. 

The  absence  of  amendments  to  clarify 
clearly  contradictory  provisions,  and 
the  inclusion  of  the  above  statement  in 
all  amendments  filed  dealing  with  other 
provisions  in  the  contracts,  indicates 
that  there  was  no  need  to  clarify  since 
the  twenty-four  months’  provision  was 
never  adopted  and  the  original  six 
months’  provision  was  repetitively  reaf¬ 
firmed  as  being  in  full  force  and  effect. 

For  all  the  above  reascms  we  reaffirm 
our  finding  that  the  record  supports  the 


proposition  that  East  Mississippi  did  not 
adopt  the  MRA-9  Rate  Schedule  in  its 
entirety  and  thereby  replace  the  six 
months’  notification  of  termination  pro¬ 
vision  with  a  two  years’  notificati(m  of 
termination  provision.  We  shall  there¬ 
fore  deny  East  Mississippi’s  application 
for  rehearing. 

The  Commission  finds.  East  Missis¬ 
sippi’s  Application  for  Rehearing  raises 
no  new  issues  of  fact  or  law  that  have 
not  been  fully  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  would  justify  the  granting 
of  the  application  for  rehearing  of  our 
order  in  this  proceeding  issued  Septem¬ 
ber  23, 1974. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  East 
Mississippi’s  Ai^lication  for  Rehearing 
of  our  September  23,  1974,  order  in 
Docket  No.  E-7625  is  hereby  denied. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Fedexal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-2ei02  FUed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  EXECUTIVE 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Member 

November  14, 1974. 

By  orders  issued  April  6,  1971,  and 
December  28,  1973,  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  established  and  renewed  the 
Executive  Advisory  Committee  of  the 
National  Ctas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  A  new  member  to  the 
Executive  Advisory  Committee,  as  se¬ 
lected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  with  the  approval  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  is  as  follows; 

Frederick  W.  Lawrence,  Director,  Bureau  of 

Natural  Oas,  National  Gas  Survey,  Federal 

Power  Commission. 

Mr.  Lawrence  is  to  fill  the  position 
vacated  by  the  resignation  of  Mr.  ’Thomas 
H.  Jenkins,  f^eral  Power  Commission, 
from  this  Committee. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-28105  Piled  12-2-74; 8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8721] 

NEVADA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Further  Extension  of  Procedural 
Dates 

November  25, 1974. 

On  November  21,  1974,  Staff  Counsel 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural 
dates  fixed  by  order  issued  May  31, 1974, 
as  most  recently  modified  by  notice  is¬ 
sued  October  8,  1974,  in  the  above-des¬ 
ignated  matter.  The  motion  states  that 
no  party  objects  to  the  proposed  dates. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procediu’al  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 


41907 

Service  of  Omnpany’s  Rebuttal,  December  18. 
1074. 

Hearing,  January  14,  1976  (10  aju.  ea.t.). 

,  Mast  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary, 
[FR  Doc.74-28006  Filed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  OP73-332] 

NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

November  25,  1974. 
Take  notice  that  m  November  15, 
1974,  Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Petitioner),  P.O.  Box  1526,  S^t  Lake 
City,  Utah  84110,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP73-332  a  petition  to  amend  the  order 
issued  pursuant  to  section  3  of  the 
Natural  Gias  Act  in  the  subject  docket  on 
September  21,  1973  (50  PPC  824),  as 
amended  December  28,  1973  (50  FPC 
825),  and  October  31,  1974,  which  order 
authorized  the  continued  importation  by 
Petitioner  of  natural  gas  from  Canada 
at  the  Kingsgate,  British  Columbia,  im¬ 
port  point,  so  as  to  enable  Petitioner  to 
continue  said  importation  at  a  price  of 
$1.00  (Canadian)  per  Mcf,  consistent 
with  the  recent  directive  of  tte  Canadian 
government,  sJl  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  petition  to  amend,  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

By  order  issued  September  21,  1973, 
Petitioner  was  authorized  to  import  cer¬ 
tain  volumes  of  natural  gas  at  Kingsgate 
from'  Westcoast  Transmission  Company 
Limited  (Westcoast) .  By  order  of  Decem¬ 
ber  28,  1973,  as  amended  October  31, 

1974,  Petitioner  was  granted  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  import  additional  volumes  of  gas 
through  October  31, 1975,  partially  to  off¬ 
set  curtailments  by  Westcoast. 

Petitioner  now  requests  authorization 
to  continue  the  importation  of  additional 
volumes  of  natural  gas  to  be  purchased 
from  Westcoast  at  a  price  of  $1.00  (Cana¬ 
dian)  per  Mcf  at  14.73  psla  and  60”  F, 
adjusted  for  Btu  content  of  the  gas,  as 
established  by  the  October  1. 1974  orders 
of  the  Naticmal  Energy  Board  of  Canada 
(NKB).  Petitioner  states  that  the  price 
of  gas  exported  at  Kingsgate,  pursuant 
to  Export  licence  QL-4,  escalates  to  $1.00 
(Canadian)  per  Mcf  effective  January  1, 

1975,  and  that  it  is  Petitioner’s  interpre¬ 
tation  that  the  prices  paid  for  additional 
volumes  should  escalate  January  1, 1975, 
in  the  same  manner  as  applicable  to  other 
volumes  exported  at  Kingsgate.  Peti¬ 
tioner  has  requested  that  the  price  in¬ 
crease  be  made  effective  January  1, 1975, 
or  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  finally 
determined  by  the  NEB. 

Petitioner  states  it  must  pay  West¬ 
coast  the  export  border  price,  in  order 
for  Westcoast  to  comply  with  its  export 
Ucenses,  or  suffer  the  loss  of  up  to 
125,000  Mcf  on  a  peak  day  and  up  to 
30,000  Mcf  on  an  average  day  basis  of 
natural  gas  from  Canada.  Petitioner  es¬ 
timates  that  the  increase  in  cost  to  $1.00 
(Canadian)  per  Mcf  from  84  cents,  as 
estimated  In  the  original  application. 
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will  have  a  de  minimis  effect  on  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  overall  cost  of  gas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
December  12,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C, 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and 
the  regulations  imder  the  Natural  Clas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  pa^ty  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Mart  B.  Kmo, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28107  Plied  12-2-74:8:46  am] 


[DoAet  No.  CP75-86] 
NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

November  22,  *1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  Novendier  18, 
1974,  Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1526,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84110,  filed  In  Docket  No. 
CP75-85  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  S  157.17 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  there¬ 
under  (18  CFR  157.17)  for  a  temporary 
certificate  pending  Commission  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  in  said  docket  ^  and  also 
for  temporary  permission  and  approval 
to  abandon  the  sale  of  natural  gas  to 
Utah  Gas  Service  Company  (Utah),  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application, 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

In  its  oriGdnal  application  applicant 
requests  permission  to  reduce  partially 
contract  demand  delivery  to  Utah  at  a 
PK>lnt  near  Vernal,  Utah,  by  794  Mcf  of 
gas  per  day.  From  this  volume  Applicant 
proposes  among  other  things  to  add  215 
Mcf  of  gas  per  day  to  the  voliune  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  deliver  to  Wyoming 
Industrial  Gas  Company  (Wyoming). 

In  the  instant  application  applicant 
states  that  the  present  volumes  it  de¬ 
livers  to  Wyoming  are  inadequate  to  meet 
additional  requirements  of  Wyoming’s 
priority  1  and  2  customers  and  that  an 
additional  215  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  are 
needed  by  Wyoming  to  provide  firm  serv¬ 
ice  during  the  forthcoming  winter 
months  for  new  customers,  approxi¬ 
mately  125  families,  in  Kemmerer  and 
Diamondville,  Wyoming.  Applicant  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  Wyoming  has  informed 
Applicant  that  the  necessary  facilities 
have  already  been  constructed  to  add 
these  new  customers.  Applicant  asserts  It 
does  not  have  sufficient  supplies  of  nat- 


^  Notice  of  Ap(dicaiit’s  filing  In  Docket  Nou 
01*75-85  was  published  In  the  Fedbal 
lUBiirrER  on  October  2,  1974  (39  PB  35606). 


Ural  gas  available  to  provide  Wyoming 
with  the  needed  additional  natural  gas 
service. 

Accordingly,  Applicant  requests  tem¬ 
porary  authorization  to  reallocate  said 
215  Mcf  per  day  as  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  18,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’.s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb’ 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-28100  Piled  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-7989,  E-7796] 

PHILADELPHIA  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Order  Denying  Motion  To  Require 
Compliance 

November  26,  1974. 

On  October  4,  1974,  the  Borough  of 
Lansdale,  Pennsylvania,  filed  herein  a 
motion  requesting  tbia  Commission  to 
require  Philadelphia  Electric  Company 
(Philadelphia)  to  conform  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  allegedly  applicable  r^ulations 
governing  the  filing  of  prepared  testi¬ 
mony  Mid  supportive  materials.  Lans- 
dale  is  a  wholesale  customer  of  Philadel¬ 
phia  and  an  intervenor  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

The  pertinent  facts  giving  rise  to  the 
dispute  between  the  parties  are  set  forth 
in  the  Commission’s  order  Issued  In  this 
docket  on  June  4, 1974.  In  that  order  the 
Commission  Initiated  a  hearing,  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  mandate  of  the  U.S. 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Co- 
luiiibia  C?ircult\  to  determine  under  the 
provlsiMis  of  section  206  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  whether  Philadelphia’s 
presently  effective  rate  for  service  to 
Lansdale  is  in  the  public  Interest.  Phila¬ 
delphia  was  directed  to  file  direct  evi¬ 
dence  in  support  of  its  existing  rate. 
Phlladelidila’s  direct  evidence  was  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  Septembo:  30, 
1974,  consisting  of  a  fully  allocated  cost 
of  service  study  for  calendar  year  1973, 
based  on  actual  1973  operating  data  (Pe¬ 
riod  I) .  and  in  addition,  a  1974  test  year 
cost  of  service  study  based  on  actual  data 


1  Borough,  of  Lansdale,  Pennsylvania  r. 
FJP.C^  D.C.  Cfir.,  Nos.  73-1031  and  73-1646, 
decided  March  16, 1974. 


for  the  6  months  January  through  June, 
1974,  and  as  projected  for  July  through 
December,  1974  (Period  EE) . 

Lansdale  now  claims  that  the  above 
information  fails  to  comply  with  §  35.13 
(b)  (4)  (ill)  of  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  filing  of  changes 
in  rates,  and  which  require  that  the  cost 
of  service  be  based  upon  “the  most  recent 
twelve  consecutive  months  for  which  ac¬ 
tual  data  are  available.’’  Lansdale  ar¬ 
gues,  in  effect,  that  Philadelphia’s  Period 
I  study  should  encompass  the  period 
July,  1973,  through  June,  1974,  since 
Philadelphia’s  sulunittal  shows  on  its  face 
that  actual  data  are  available  for  this 
period. 

On  October  16, 1974,  Philadelphia  an¬ 
swered  in  opposition  to  Lansdale’s  Mo¬ 
tion.  Philadelphia  argues  that  S  35.13(b)  * 
(4)  (iil)  does  not  apply  to  a  section  206 
investigation  such  as  that  involved  here. 
Philadelphia  further  argues  that  Its  un¬ 
able  to  project  a  Period  n  study  beyond 
Decemb^,  1974,  due  to  lack  of  necessary 
budget  estimates.  It  thra^fore  contends 
that  to  move  Period  I  forward  by  6 
months  would  cause  an  overlap  in  the 
Periods  I  and  n. 

Philadelphia  is  correct  in  asserting 
that  §  35.13(b)  (4)  (ill)  of  the  regulation 
does  not  apply  under  the  circumstances 
of  this  case.  We  are  dealing  here,  not  with 
a  change  in  rates  nor  with  an  initial  rate 
for  that  matter,  but  rather  with  an  in¬ 
vestigation  of  an  existing,  filed  rate.  The 
evidence  required  under  such  circum¬ 
stances  is  that  which  is  reasonable  and 
necessary  to  accomplish  the  purpose  of 
the  investigation.  Philadelphia’s  evidence 
consists  of  a  full  cost  of  service  study, 
together  with  supporting  and  explana¬ 
tory  testimony,  for  the  most  recently 
available  1973  cal^dar  year,  and  a  Pe¬ 
riod  n  cost  of  service  projection  for  cal¬ 
endar  year  1974.  We  find  that  such  evi¬ 
dence  is  fully  adequate  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Investigation  and  hearing,  subject 
of  course  to  the  right  of  the  parties  in¬ 
cluding  our  staff  to  further  investigate, 
analyze,  cross-examine  or  rebut  such 
evidence  with  their  own  testimony  and 
exhibits. 

It  should  be  noted  that  Philadelphia’s 
presentation  is  in  substantial  compliance 
with  S  35.13  of  the  regulations  except  for 
the  additional  6  months  of  actual  data  in 
dispute.  ’Ihls  6  mmiths  of  data  are  in¬ 
cluded  by  Philadelphia  in  Period  n 
rather  than  in  Period  I  as  sought  by 
Lansdale.  It  is  therefore  obvious  that  if 
Lansdale  believes  the  disputed  6  months* 
data  should  be  included  in  Period  I,  it  is 
free  to  do  so  by  developing  a  Period  I 
study  based  on  actual  data,  available 
fnxn  Phlladeli^bla’s  sidnnlttal,  covering 
the  12  month  period  July,  1973  through 
June,  1974. 

For  the  reasons  expressed  above,  we 
find  that  Lansdale’s  Motion  Is  without 
merit  and  should  be  denied. 

The  Commisskm  order*.  (A)  The  Mo* 
tion  filed  herein  by  the  Borough  of  Lans¬ 
dale.  Pennsylvania  on  October  4, 1974,  Is 
denied. 
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(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  pr<Hnpt 
mihUcatlcm  of  this  order  In  the  Federal 
Register. 

Bf  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28110  Filed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP73-114,  etc.] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rate  Change  Under 

Tariff  Rate  Adjustment  Provisions 

November  26,  1974. 
Take  notice  that  on  November  15, 

1974.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Ccmpany, 
a  Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee) , 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  to 
Ninth  Revised  Volume  No.  1  of  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff  to  be  effective  on  January  1, 

1975,  consisting  of  the  following  revised 
tariff  sheets: 

Second  Substitute  Sixth  Revised 
Sheet  Nos.  12A  and  12B  and  Substitute 
Sixth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  12A  and  12B. 

Tennessee  states  that  the  purpose  of 
Second  Substitute  Sixth  Revised  Sheet 
Nos.  12A  and  12B  is  to  adjust  Tennes- 
see*s  rates  pursuant  to  Articles  XXITT 
and  XXIV  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions,  consisting  of  a  PGA  rate  ad¬ 
justment  and  a  rate  adjustment  to  re¬ 
flect  curtailment  demand  charge  cred¬ 
its,  Tennessee  states  that  Second  Sub¬ 
stitute  Sixth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  12A 
and  12B  reflect  rates  which  are  based  in 
part  on  small  producer  and  emergency 
purchases  above  the  level  established  by 
Opinion  No.  699.  In  recognition  of  the 
Commission’s  past  practice  of  suspend¬ 
ing  such  rates,  Tennessee  states  that 
it  is  also  filing  Substitute  Sixth  Revised 
l^eet  Nos.  12A  and  12B  which  reflect 
rates  exclusive  of  increases  due  to  small 
producer  and  emergency  purchases 
above  the  level  set  by  Opinion  No.  699. 
Substitute  Sixth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  12A 
and  12B  are  to  be  effective  on  January  1, 
1975,  in  the  event  the  Commission  sus¬ 
pends  Second  Substitute  Sixth  Revised 
Sheet  Nos.  12A  and  12B. 

Tennessee  states  that  copies  of  the  fil¬ 
ing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its  jurisdic¬ 
tional  customers  and  affected  state  regu¬ 
latory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  ndes  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  December  19, 1974.  Protests  vrlll  be 
considered  by  the  Commissicm  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene;  provided, 
however,  that  any  person  who  has  previ¬ 
ously  filed  a  petition  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding  is  not  required  to  file  a  fur¬ 


ther  petltlcm.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  (m 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Mart  B.  Emo, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.74-2810e  FUed  12-2-74;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9114] 

WISCONSIN  MICHIGAN  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Supplemental  Agreement 
November  25,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  18, 1974, 
Wisconsin  Michigan  Power  Company 
(Company)  tendered  for  filing  a  sup¬ 
plemental  agreement  between  the  Com¬ 
pany  and  the  Alger-Delta  Co-operative 
Electric  Association  (Co-op)  relating  to 
the  Company’s  P.P.C.  Rate  Schedule  No. 
51.  The  supplemental  agreement  provides 
for  a  sixth  point  of  delivery  of  electrical 
service  by  the  Company  to  the  Co-op  at 
13,800  volts.  The  Company  states  that  it 
cannot  estimate  the  quantities  of  electri¬ 
cal  energy  that  will  be  delivered. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
cedme  (Id  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  December  13,  1974.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28104  FUed  12-2-74:8:46  am] 


[Project  No.  1999] 

WISCONSIN  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CORP. 

Application  for  Change  in  Land  Rights 
November  25,  1974. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  on 
September  12,  1974,  an  application  for 
approval  of  change  in  land  rights  was 
filed  under  the  Federal  Power  Act  (16 
use  791ar-825r)  by  Wiscemsin  Public 
Service  Corporation  (Correspondence  to 
Mr.  C.  A.  McKenna,  Secretary,  Wisconsin 
Public  Service  Corporation,  1029  North 
MsushaU  Street,  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin 
53201)  for  Project  No.  1999  (Wausau 
Project)  located  on  the  Wisconsin  River 
in  Marathon  County,  Wisconsin  witiiln 
the  City  of  Wausau  and  near  the  Village 
of  BnAaw. 

Applicant  is  seeking  Commission  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  conveyance  of  approxi¬ 
mately  .9  acres  of  Project  1999  lands  to 
the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  (xmstructlng  a  clubhouse. 

The  land  proposed  for  sale  is  located  in 
Government  lot  No.  5,  Section  35,  T.  29 


N.,  R.  7  E.  City  of  Wausau,  Marathon 
County.  Wisetmsin.  Applicant  states  that 
the  project  land  is  presently  being  used  as 
an  overflow  peurklng  area  for  adjacent 
City  of  Wausau  facilities. 

The  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  Bums 
Post  No.  388,  proposes  to  construct  a  125 
X  50  foot  Butler  Monopanel  and  partial 
steme  wall  building  on  the  conveyed  land. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  January  9, 
1975  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  petitions 
to  intervene  or  protests  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commls- 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8  or  1.10) .  All  prot^ts  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  a  proceeding.  Per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28106  Filed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 

GREAT  LAKES  BASIN  COMMISSION 
FRAMEWORK  STUDY 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

The  Great  Lakes  Basin  Commission 
has  approved  the  reledse  of  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for 
the  Great  Lakes  Basin  Framework 
Study.  The  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  will  be  sent  to  CE.Q.,  Fed¬ 
eral,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  in¬ 
dividuals  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Par.  1500.9  of  the  C.E.Q. 
guidelines.  The  Great  Lakes  Basin  Com¬ 
mission  is  seeking  comments  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and 
individuals  on  the  environmental  impact 
of  the  Proposed  Framework  for  the  Great 
Lakes  Basin  through  the  year  2020. 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  will  be  sent  to  C.E.Q.,  Fed¬ 
eral,  State,  and  local  agencies,  and  other 
parties,  from  which  comments  are  being 
requested,  on  or  about  December  15, 
1974.  A  time  limit  of  not  less  than  forty- 
five  (45)  days  will  be  established  for  the 
agencies  or  parties  to  submit  comments. 
Copies  of  the  Draft  Environmental  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  will  be  made  available  to 
the  agencies  and  Uie  public  without 
charge,  upon  request  to  the  Great  Lakes 
Basin  Commission,  P.O.  Box  999,  3475 
Plymouth  Road,  Ann  Arbor,  Michigan 
4810e— Phone  313/763-3590  and  FTS 
313/769-7431. 

Leonard  T.  Crook, 
Acting  Chairman. 

November  25,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-28160  FUed  12-2-74:8:46  am] 
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GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

IPPMR  Temporarx  Beg.  F-31S] 
CHAIRMAN,  ATOMIC  ENERGY 
COMMISSION 

Del^ation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Chairman,  Atomic  Ener¬ 
gy  Commission,  to  represent  the  con¬ 
sumer  Interests  of  the  executive  agencies 
of  the  Federal  Government  In  proceed¬ 
ings  before  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion. 

2.  Effective  date.  Tills  regulation  Is  ef¬ 
fective  November  22. 1974. 

3.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  In  me  by  the  Federal  Prc^ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as  amended,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  201(a)(4)  and  205(d)  (40 
n.S.C.  481(a)  (4)  and  486(d)),  auth(»lty 
Is  delegrated  to  the  cSialrman,  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  to  represent  the  cmi- 
sumer  Interests  of  the  executive  agencies 
of  the  Federal  Government  before  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  In  a  curtail¬ 
ment  proceeding  Involving  natural  gas 
supplied  by  the  East  Tennessee  Natural 
Gas  Company  (RP  75-28), 

b.  The  CThaIrman,  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  may  redelegate  this  authority  to 
any  officer,  official,  or  employee  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  In 
accordance  with  the  policies,  procedures, 
and  controls  prescrited  by  the  General 
Services  AdminlstraUcm,  and,  further, 
shall  be  exercised  in  cooperation  with  the 
responsible  officers,  officials,  and  em¬ 
ployees  thereof. 

Dated:  November  22, 1974. 

Arthttr  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

IFR  1)00.74-28172  Plied  12-2-74:8:45  ami 


REGIONAL  PUBLIC  ADVISORY  PANEL  ON 
ARCHITECTURAL  AND  ENGINEERING 
SERVICES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

November  25,  1974. 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
Is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Public  Advisory  Panel  on  Archi¬ 
tectural  and  Engineering  Services,  Re¬ 
gion  10,  December  19,  1974,  from  9  am., 
to  12  noon.  Room  1033,  Regional  Head¬ 
quarters  Building,  GSA  Center,  Auburn, 
Washington.  The  meeting  will  be  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  review  of  the  conceptual 
design  for  the  Federal  Building  and 
Parking  Facility,  Fairbanks,  Alaska.  A 
critical  analysis  of  the  proposed  design 
is  essential  to  ensure  that  the  design  ap¬ 
proach  produces  the  best  possible  design 
solution.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  a  de¬ 
termination  that  It  will  be  concerned 
with  a  matter  listed  In  5  n.S.C.  552(b)  (5) 
the  meeting  win  not  be  open  to  the 
public. 

Davu)  L.  Head, 
Regional  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.74-28113  FUcd  12-2-74:8:46  am] 


REGIONAL  PUBLIC  ADVISORY  PANEL  ON 
ARCHITECTURAL  AND  ENGINEERING 
SERVICES 

Meeting 

November  27, 1974. 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  herd3y  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Re- 
ghmal  Public  Advisory  Pan^  on  Archi¬ 
tectural  and  Engineering  Services,  Re¬ 
gion  4,  December  20,  1974,  from  10:30 
a.m.  to  4  pm..  Room  5B,  1776  Pea<htree 
Stre^  NW.,  Atlanta,  Georgia.  The  meet¬ 
ing  wHI  be  concerned  with  the  review  of 
the  conceptual  design  for  the  Federal 
Youth  Center,  Bureau  of  Prisons,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tennessee.  Frank  and  op«i  critical 
analysis  of  the  proposed  design  Is  essen¬ 
tial  to  insure  that  the  design  approach 
produces  the  best  possible  design  solu¬ 
tion.  Accordingly,  piirsuant  to  a  deter¬ 
mination  that  it  win  be  concerned  with 
a  matt^  listed  In  5  UB.C.  552(b)  (5)  the 
meeting  wlU  not  be  open  to  the  public.” 

L.  D.  Strom, 
Regional  Administrator. 

[PB  £>00.74-28240  FUed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL 
(COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 
UTTLE  ROCK  COAL  Ca 
Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing 
Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Electric  Face 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act 
of  1969  have  been  received  for  Items  of 
equipment  In  imderground  coal  mines  as 
foUows: 

ICP  Docket  No.  4386-000,  UTTLE  ROCK 
COAL  COMPANY,  Mine  No.  13,  Mine  ID  No. 
44  01871  0,  Qrundy,  Virginia, 

ICP  Permit  No.  4386-003  (Mescher  HD  12 
Tractor,  IJ>.  No.  LR-l), 

ICP  Permit  No.  4386-004  (Mescher  HD  12 
Tractor,  IJ3.  No.  LR-2). 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
sectlOTi  504.7(b)  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an 
s4>plicatlon  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed-(m  or  before  December  18, 1974.  Re¬ 
quests  for  public  hearing  must  be  filed 
in  accordance  with  30  CFR  Part  505  (35 
FR  11296,  July  15,  1970),  as  amended, 
copies  of  which  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  available 
for  Inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  filed  In  the  office  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Pan^  Rocxn  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washhigton,  D.C.  20006. 

Dated:  November  26,  1974. 

George  A.  Hornbeck, 
Chairman, 

Interim  Compliance  PaneL 
[FR  Doc.74-28132  FUed  12-2-74;8:46  ton] 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 

BUDGET  / 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  fidlowlng  Is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  r^rts  Intended  for  use  In 
collecting  Information  from  the  pubUc 
received  by  the  Ofllce  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  November  27,  1974  (44 
use  3509).  The  purpose  of  pubhehlng 
this  list  In  the  Federal  Register  is  to  In¬ 
form  the  public. 

The  list  Includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  In¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number.  If 
applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  Is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
indicatiem  ot  who  win  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

The  symlx^  (x)  identifies  proposals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant  Is¬ 
sues,*  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
notice  through  this  release. 

Further  Information  about  the  items 
on  this  DaUy  List  nu^  be  obtained  fnxn 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  Of  AGRICT7I.TURI 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  Status  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Funds  for  Prior  Fiscal  Year — Child 
Nutrition  Programs,  Fmn  FNS  An¬ 
nual,  Lowry  (395-3772),  State  educational 
agencies. 

DEPARTMENT  OV  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census:  MUwaukee  Crime  Fol¬ 
low-up  Survey-Victim.  Screen  Question¬ 
naire,  Crime  Incident  Bepmrt,  Attitude 
Queetlonnaire,  Crime  FoUow-up  Question¬ 
naire,  Form  MCF-1,  -2,  -3,  -4,  Single  time, 
HaU  (395-4697),  Victims  of  crime  in  MU¬ 
waukee. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Lead  Additive  Shipments  to  and  Use  by  Be- 

finerlee.  Form _ ,  Quarterly,  Lowry  (395- 

3772) ,  Lead  additive  manufactuiws  petro¬ 
leum  refineries. 

Survey  of  In-Use  Earth  Dams  for  Storing 

Liquids  in  the  Delaware  Valley,  Form _ _ 

Single  tire,  Weiner  (395-4890) ,  Firms  with 
ecuth  dams  in  Delaware  Valley.  '' 

DEPARTMENT  OT  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELPARX 

National  Center  for  Education  Statistics: 
Safe  School  Study:  PubUc  School  Districts, 
PubUc  Schools,  Nonpublic  Schools,  Form 
OE  2874,  2374-1,  2874-2,  Single  time,  HaU 
(395-4697),  Nonpublic  schools. 

Social  and  BAabmtstion  Service:  Case  Rec¬ 
ord  Schedule  for  EUglbUlty  Worker  and 
Service  Worker,  Form  EOtS  NCS8 136,  Sln^e 
time,  Sunderhauf  (385-4011),  Public  as¬ 
sistance  agency  perscmnel. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  233— TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  3,  1974 


NOTICES 


41911 


Bbyisioks 

■VAanmr  or  tiaaKmirxnat 

Animiii  and  Ftaat  BMdth  Inspection  Serrice: 
Vetertaary  BMoglos  Productl<»  aad  Test 
Report  and  ContlniiatkHi  Page,  Form  VS- 
14-S,  V&-14-€A.  Occasional,  Lowry  (306- 
8772),  Biological  laboratories. 

ErraxTBiONs 

MATIONAL  SCIENCK  FOTTNDATIOM 

Research  Orant  Fiscal  Report,  Form  98.  An¬ 
nual,  Eringer  (895-3648)  (x). 

E]q>endit\ire  of  Institutional  Orant  Funds, 
Form  158,  Annual,  Evlnger  (395-3648)  (x) . 

Velma  N.  Baldwin, 
Assistant  to  the  Director 
for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.74-28314  FUed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 

PRESIDENTIAL  CLEMENCY 
BOARD. 

MEETINGS 

November  27,  1974. 
Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  of  1972,  that  meetings  of  the 
Presidential  Clemency  Board  will  be  held 
on  December  5,  6,  7,  1974,  at  9  a.m..  In 
Room  459,  Old  Executive  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.C. 

These  meetings  will  not  be  open  to  the 
public*  since  (1)  the  Board  will  discuss 
matters  related  solely  to  its  Internal  per¬ 
sonnel  and  practices  under  5  UB.C.  652- 
(b)  (2)  and  (2)  will  examine  perscmnel 
and  similar  files,  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  an  unwarranted  in¬ 
vasion  of  privacy  under  (b)(6)  of  the 
same  section. 

A  waiver  of  the  15-day  notice  provi¬ 
sions  has  been  granted  by  the  Director, 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
under  OMB  Circular  No.  A-63,  as  re¬ 
vised,  pertaining  to  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Ckmunlttee  Act  of  1972.  This 
waiver  Is  required  for  the  Board  to  give 
Immediate  consideration  to  those  re¬ 
cently  furloughed  from  prison  under  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11803. 

Charles  E.  Goodell, 
Chairman. 

(PR  Doc.74r^28143  Piled  12-2-74;8:45  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

AMERICAN  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 

Proposed  Changes  to  Its  Proposed  Option 
Plan 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  (Amex)  has 
filed  proposed  changes  to  its  proposed 
Option  Plan  filed  pursuant  to  Rule  9b-l 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  (17  CFR  240.9b-l).  The  proposed 
changes  as  Amex  explained  are  neces¬ 
sitated  In  Isurge  part  as  a  result  of  revi¬ 
sions  In  the  By-Laws  and  Rules  of  the 
Options  Clearing  Corporation  (OCC), 

*A  determination  that  the  meeting  be 
elofled  Is  filed  with  the  original  document. 


and  because  of  recent  developmaite  re* 
lating  to  customer  margin,  sto<^  trana* 
fer  tax.  and  the  opening  of  new  aoies  (tf 
(Hitlons.  A  summary  of  Amex’s  deaerlp* 
tioQ  of  its  changes  follows. 

Rule  900  Is  being  slightly  revised  in 
several  Instances  to  ccmform  the  various 
definitions  in  the  Amex  Rules  to  those  in 
the  OCC  By-Laws  and  Rules  and  to  omit 
unnecessary  material  which  Is  now  con¬ 
tained  in  the  OCX?  By-Laws  and  Rules. 
Rule  902  Is  being  similarly  modified  to 
delete  the  specific  enumeration  of  rights 
and  obligations  of  holders  and  writers 
since  these  are  now  refiected  In  the  OCC 
By-Lavms.  Commencing  with  Rule  904  and 
continuing  throughout  the  Rules,  the 
phrase  “of  any  class  of  options  dealt  in  on 
the  Exchange”  is  being  inserted  where 
appropriate  to  confine  the  applicability 
of  the  particular  Rule  to  colons  ap¬ 
proved  for  trading  on  the  Amex.  Also,  the 
material  relating  to  the  authority  of  the 
CXX?  to  restrict  delivery  of  underlying 
securities  on  exercise  previously  incor¬ 
porated  in  Rule  909  is  being  deleted  as  it 
is  superfluous  and  is  set  forth  in  detail 
in  tile  OCC  By-Laws.  Finally,  Rules  980 
and  981  are  being  modified  sUghtly  to 
conform  them  to  the  OCC  Rules  dealing 
with  exercises. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  two  other 
Amex  Rules  are  being  revi^d  slightly. 
Rule  908  is  being  modified  by  broadening 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Ex¬ 
change  may  impose  limits  on  uncovered 
short  positions.  The  Amex  believes  it 
should  have  the  authority  to  impose  such 
limits  also  whenever  it  deems  such  re¬ 
strictions  in  the  public  interest  or  for  the 
protection  of  investors.  This  change  con¬ 
forms  with  the  description  in  the  OCX? 
prospectus  as  to  the  circumstances  imder 
which  the  Exchanges  can  impose  such 
limits.  Also  Rule  962,  dealing  with  the 
comparison  of  trade  information,  is  being 
modified  slightly  to  delete  material  the 
Amex  does  not  intend  to  require  OCC 
clearing  members  to  submit  to  the  Amex, 
and  to  establish  responsibility  for  trade 
information  submitted  on  forms  bearing 
a  clearing  member’s  identiflcatlcm. 

Finally,  three  Rules  are  being  modified 
slightly  to  reflect  recent  developments. 
Paragraph  (a)(5)  of  Rule  940  dealing 
with  customer  margin  is  being  revised  to 
conform  the  treatment  of  spread  posi¬ 
tions  in  options  to  that  adopted  by  the 
New  York  Stock  Exchange  and  (Chicago 
Board  Options  Exchange  as  a  result  of 
industry  efforts  to  achieve  uniformity. 
Rule  990  dealing  with  the  allocation  of 
responsibility  for  stock  transfer  tax  also 
is  being  modified  to  conform  it  with  the 
ruling  issued  by  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  State  of  New  York  and  OCX?  Rules. 
Also,  Rule  903  is  being  modified  in  minor 
respects  to  provide  the  Exchange  with 
necessary  flexibility  in  opening  new 
series  of  options. 

All  interested  persons  may  submit  their 
views  on  the  proposed  changes  in  Amex’s 
proposed  plan  either  before  or  after  it  has 
become  effective.  Written  statements  of 
views  and  comments  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 


change  Cmmnission,  600  North  Capitol 
Streei,  Washington,  D.C.  2054t.  Rutev- 
ence  should  be  made  to  file  number 
S7-505.  The  proposed  changes  are,  and 
all  such  comments  will  be,  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Public  Reference 
Room  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  at  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsiboions, 
Secretary. 

November  22,  1974. 

[PR  Doc.74-28129  PUed  12-2-74; 8: 45  am] 


AMERICAN  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC.  AND 
CHICAGO  BOARD  OPTIONS  EXCHANGE, 
INC. 

Proposed  Stockholders  Agreement  for  a 
Common  Clearing  evocation 

Notice  is  her^y  given  that  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  (Amex)  and 
the  Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange. 
Inc.  (CBOE)  have  each  filed  pursuant 
to  Rule  9b-l  under  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  (17  CFR  a40.9fo-l)  a 
proposed  stockholders  agreement  in  tho 
Options  Clearing  OmrporaUon  (OCC) . 

Agreement  betwemi  the  Ammc,  the 
CBOE  and  other  options  exdianges 
which  become  stockholders  in  the  OCC 
provides,  amemg  other  things,  that  shares 
ol  stock  in  OCC  held  by  the  parties  shall 
be  voted  to  elect  directors  selected  by  a 
nominating  committee,  elect  a  manage¬ 
ment  director  and  elect  members  of  the 
nominating  committee.  The  agreement 
provides  also  that  OCC  shall  be  entitled 
to  purchase  stock  in  OCX?  held  by  partici¬ 
pants  upmx  the  occurrence  of  specified 
events  and,  subject  to  specified  condi- 
tkms,  the  piurticipants  are  entitled  to  sell 
their  stock  to  OCC,  in  each  case  at  a  price 
determined  under  the  agreement  In  ad¬ 
dition,  the  agreement  provides  that  the 
Amex  and  CBOE  will,  in  certain  cases, 
make  additional  capital  contributions  to 
assist  OCC  in  satisfying  the  pre-condition 
to  its  obligations  to  purchase  shares  of 
a  participant. 

The  proposed  stockholders  agreement 
will  become  effective  on  January  2,  1974 
or  upon  such  earlier  date  as  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  allow  unless  the  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  disapprove  the  changes  in 
whole  or  in  part  as  being  inconsistent 
with  the  public  interest  or  the  protection 
of  investors. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
proposed  stockholders  agreement  either 
before  or  after  it  has  become  effective. 
Written  statements  of  views  and  (xnn- 
ments  tiiould  be  addressed  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20549.  Reference  should  be 
made  to  file  number  10-54.  All  amend¬ 
ments  that  have  been  made  to  the  Amex’s 
plans  have  been  placed  in  their  respective 
option  files  under  file  number  S7-505. 
The  pnwosed  agreement  is,  and  all  such 
comments  will  be.  available  toe  publio 
inspection  at  the  Public  Refermce  Room 
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of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com* 
misslicm  at  1100  L  Street,  NW,,  Wasb- 
IngUHi,  D.C. 

Dated:  November  22,  1974. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretarp. 

[FR  Doc.74-28131  FUed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


ehange  Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such 
seemities  on  the  above  mextkmed  ex> 
change*  and  otherwise  than  on  a  na- 
tl<mal  securities  exchange  is  suspmded. 
for  the  period  from  3  pjn.  (e.8.t.)  on 
November  20.  1974  to  10  a.m.  (e.8.t.) 
on  November  21, 1974. 

By  the  Commission. 


It  is  now  proposed  that  Monongahela, 
PE  and  West  Penn  Issue  and  sen  short¬ 
term  notes  to  banks  or  dealers  in  com¬ 
mercial  paper  for  the  period  December  31. 
1974  through  June  1, 1976,  up  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amounts: 

Monongahela  _ $42, 000, 000 

PK  . . .  68,000,000 

West  Penn . — _  72,000,000 


(FUeNo.  600-1] 

AMERICAN  TELEPHONE  &  TELEGRAPH 
CO. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

November  20, 1974. 

The  capital  stock  of  American  Tele¬ 
phone  ti  Telegraph  Company  being 
traded  on  the  Boston  Stock  Exchange, 
the  Cincinnati  Stock  Exchange,  the  De¬ 
troit  Stock  Exchange,  the  Midwest  Stock 
Exchange,  the  New  York  Stock  Ex¬ 
change,  the  Phlladelphia-Baltimore- 
Washington  Stock  Exchange,  tlie  Pacific 
Stock  Exchange;  warrants  to  purchase 
the  capital  stock,  $3.74  cumulative  pre¬ 
ferred  stock,  8%  percent  debentures  with 
warrants  due  2000  being  traded  on  the 
Boston  Stock  Exchange,  the  Midwest 
Stock  Exchange,  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange,  the  Philadelphia-Baltimore- 
Washlngton  Stock  Exchange,  the  Pacific 
Stock  Exchange;  the  $3.64  preferred 
stock  being  traded  on  the  Boston  Stock 
Exchange,  the  Cincinnati  Stock  Ex¬ 
change,  the  Midwest  Stock  Exchange, 
the  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  the  Phila- 
delphla-Baltimore-Washlngton  Stock 
Exchange,  the  Pacific  Stock  Exchange; 
the  $4  convertible  cumulative  preferred 
stock  being  traded  on  the  Boston  Stock 
Exchange,  the  Detroit  Stock  Exchange, 
the  Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  the  New 
York  Stock  Exchange,  the  Philadelphia- 
Baltimore-Washlngton  Stock  Exchange, 
the  Pacific  Coast  Stock  Exchange;  the 
6.50  percent  notes  due  1979,  the  7.75 
percent  notes  due  1977,  the  percent 
notes  due  1981,  the  2%  percent  deben¬ 
tures  due  1986,  the  2%  percent  deben¬ 
tures  due  1975,  the  2%  percent  deben¬ 
tures  due  1980,  the  2%  percent  deben¬ 
tures  due  1982,  the  2y8  percent  deben¬ 
tures  due  1987,  the  3^  percent  deben¬ 
tures  due  1984,  the  ZJb  percent  deben¬ 
tures  due  1990,  th*  4%  percent  deben¬ 
tures  due  1985,  the  7  percent  debentures 
due  2001,  the  7  Vs  i}ercent  debentures  due 
2003,  the  8%  percent  debentures  due 
2006,  the  8.70  percent  debentiures  due 
2002,  the  8.80  percent  debentmes  due 
2005  being  traded  on  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  pursuant  to  provisions  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  all 
securities  of  American  Telephone  &  Tele¬ 
graph  Company  being  traded  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange; 
and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Cconmlssion  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchanges  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  Is  re¬ 
quired  In  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  Investors; 

Therefore,  piursuant  to  sections  19(a) 
(4)  and  15(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Ex- 


[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-28127  Filed  12-2-74;8;45  am] 


[Pile  No.  500-1] 

BETTA  ORTHODONTICS  SUPPLIES,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

November  21, 1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Betta  Orthodontics  Supplies,  Inc. 
being  traded  othrwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  is  required  in  the 
public  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
is  suspended,  for  the  period  from  5  p.m. 
(e.s.t.)  on  November  21,  1974  through 
midnight  (e.s.t.)  on  November  30,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.74-28123  Piled  12-2-74:8:46  am] 


[70-5579] 

MONONGAHELA  POWER  CO.  ET  AL 
Filing  of  Application 

November  25, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Mononga¬ 
hela  Power  Company  ("Monongahela”) , 
1310  Fairmont  Avenue,  Fairmont,  West 
Virginia  26554,  The  Potomac  Edison 
Company  (“PE”),  DownsvlUe  Pike, 
Hagerstown,  Maryland  21740,  and  West 
Penn  Power  Company  (“West  Penn”), 
800  Cabin  Hill  Drive,  Greensburg,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  15601,  public  utility  subsidiaries 
of  Allegheny  Power  System,  Inc.,  a  regis¬ 
tered  holding  company,  have  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  with  this  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935  (“Act”) ,  designating  section 
6(b)  thereof  and  Rule  50(a)  (5)  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder  as  applicable  to  the 
proposed  transactions.  All  Interested  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  the  application, 
which  is  summarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions. 

By  order  dated  July  27, 1973  (Holding 
Company  Act  Release  No.  18041),  this 
Commlsslim,  among  other  things,  au¬ 
thorized  the  issue  and  sale  of  short-term 
notes  to  banks  and  to  dealers  In  com¬ 
mercial  paper  from  time  to  time  for  the 
period  July  31.  1973,  to  December  31, 
1974. 


The  foregoing  amounts  in  each  case 
Include  any  notes  which  may  remain 
outstanding  under  the  Commission’s 
Order  in  Pile  No.  70-5357.  As  of  October 
31,  1974,  Monongahela  had  outstanding 
$19,000,000,  PE  $42,681,000,  and  West 
Penn  $33,000,000  of  short-term  notes  to 
banks  and  it  is  expected  that  on  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1974,  Monongahela,  PE  and  West 
Penn  will  have  outstanding  $11,500,000 
$48,481,000,  and  $2,000,000  of  short-term 
notes  respectively. 

Mwiongahela,  PE,  and  West  Penn  pro¬ 
pose  to  issue,  reissue,  sell  and  renew  from 
time  to  time  short-term  notes  to  banks 
and  to  dealers  in  commercial  paper  prior 
to  Jime  1, 1976,  provided  that  in  no  case 
shall  any  of  such  notes  mature  later  than 
October  1,  1976.  Each  note  payable  to  a 
bank  proposed  to  be  Issued  will  be  dated 
as  of  the  date  of  the  borrowing  which  it 
evidences  and  will  mature  not  more  than 
270  days  after  the  date  of  issuance  or  re¬ 
newal  thereof,  will  bear  Interest  at  the 
prime,  or  comparable,  interest  rate  of  the 
bank  from  which  the  borrowing  is  made, 
in  effect  at  the  time  of  Issuance,  or  in 
effect  from  time  to  time,  and  will  be  pre¬ 
payable  at  any  time  without  premium  or 
penalty.  The  name  or  names  of  the  banks 
from  which  such  borrowings  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  effected  and  the  maximum 
amount  outstanding  at  any  one  time  of 
borrowings  from  each  are  as  follows: 


Monongahela: 

First  National  City  Bank— _  $40, 000, 000 

Mellon  Bank  NA- _  35, 000, 000 

Chemical  Bank _ _  35, 000, 000 

Pittsburgh  National  Bank _  7, 600, 000 

Manufacturws  Hanover 

Trust  Co _  36, 000, 000 

Chase  Manhattan  Bank 

N.A  - -  2, 600, 000 

Irving  Trust  Co _  5,000,000 

?E: 

First  National  dty  Bank _  65, 000, 000 

Mellon  Bank  NA _  35,000,000 

Chemical  Bank _  36, 000, 000 

Pittsburgh  National  Bank _  7, 600, 000 

Manufacturers  Hanover 

Trust  Co _  35, 000, 000 

Chase  Manhattan  Bank 

NA  — - - 2,600,000 

Irving  Trust  Co _  6, 000, 000 

West  Penn: 

First  National  City  Banh _  66, 000, 000 

Mellon  Bank  NA _  36,000,000 

Chemical  Bank _  36, 000, 000 

Pittsburgh  National  Bank _  7, 500, 000 

Manufacturers  Hanover 

Trust  Co -  35, 000,  000 

Chase  Manhattan  Bank 

NA  -  2,  600, 000 

Irving  IVust  Co _  6, 000, 000 


The  companies  affiliated  In  the  Alle¬ 
gheny  Power  System  (Monongahela,  PE, 
West  Penn  and  Allegheny  Power  System, 
Inc.)  have  established  lines  of  credit  with 
various  banks  for  short-term  borrowing. 
In  connection  with  these  lines  of  credit 


i 
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System  c(»npanies  maintain  compen¬ 
sating  bank  balances,  generally,  either 
on  the  basis  of  10  percent  of  the  line  of 
credit  established  or  20  percent  of  notes 
outstcmding.  whichever  is  higher,  or  10 
percent  of  the  line  of  credit  and  10  per¬ 
cent  (rf  notes  outstanding  in  each  case  on 
an  average  annual  basis.  On  the  basis  oi 
balances  equal  to  20  percent  of  the  notes 
outstanding  the  effective  interest  cost  to 
each  of  the  companies  of  issuing  and  sell¬ 
ing  the  notes  to  banks  on  the  basis  of  a 
prime  commercial  credit  or  comparable 
rate  of  10.50  percent  would  be  IS.l  per¬ 
cent. 

It  is  also  proposed  that  Monongahela. 
PE  and  West  Penn  issue  and  sell  com¬ 
mercial  paper  which  will  be  in  the  form 
of  promissory  notes  in  denominations  of 
not  less  than  $50,000  nor  more  than 
$5,000,000  and  will  be  of  varying  maturi¬ 
ties.  with  no  maturity  more  than  270  days 
after  the  date  of  issue;  none  will  be  pre¬ 
payable  prior  to  maturity.  The  commer¬ 
cial  paper  notes  will  be  sold  directly  to 
dealers  in  commercial  paper  at  a  dis¬ 
count,  not  in  excess  of  the  discotmt  rate 
per  aimum  prevailing  at  the  time  df 
issuance  for  commercial  paper  of  com¬ 
parable  qiiality  and  of  the  particular 
maturity  sold  by  issuers  to  dealers  in 
commercial  paper.  The  dealer  or  dealers 
may  reoffer  the  commercial  paper  at  a 
discount  rate  of  of  1  percent  per 
annum  less  than  the  discoimt  rate  to 
Monongahela,  Pe  or  West  Perni.  Monon¬ 
gahela,  Pe  and  West  Penn  may  issue 
commercial  paper  notes  if  (1)  the  inter¬ 
est  cost  thereof  is  equal  to  or  less  than 
the  effective  Interest  cost  at  which  such 
comi>any  could  borrow  the  same  amount 
from  the  banks  named  herein  at  that 
time  or  (2)  such  company  cannot  at  that 
time  borrow  the  same  amount  for  the 
same  period  of  time  from  the  banks 
named  herein.  Such  dealer  or  dealers  will 
reoffer  the  commercial  paper  notes  to  not 
more  than  200  of  its  or  their  customers 
identified  and  designated  in  a  list  for 
each  company  (non-public)  prepared  in 
advance.  In  the  event  Monongahela,  PE 
or  West  Penn  designates  more  than  one 
such  dealer,  the  aggregate  number  of 
customers  of  all  such  dealers  for  the 
designating  company  shall  not  exceed 
200. 

The  proceeds  from  the  issuance  and 
sale  of  such  notes  will  be  used  by  each 
of  the  companies  to  reimburse  its  corpo¬ 
rate  treasury  for  past  expenditures 
made  in  connection  with  its  construction 
program  or  to  pay  part  of  the  cost  of 
future  construction. 

Monongahela.  PE.  and  West  Penn  re¬ 
quest  an  exception  form  the  competitive 
bidding  requirements  of  Rule  50  for  the 
proposed  issue  and  sale  of  its  commercial 
paper  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)(5) 
thereof.  It  is  stated  that  it  is  not  practi¬ 
cable  to  invite  competitive  bids  for  c(»n- 
merclal  paper  and  that  current  rates  for 
commercial  paper  for  prime  borrowers 
svich  as  the  companies  are  published 
dally  in  financial  publications. 

Each  applicant  also  requests  authority 
to  file  certificates  under  Rule  24  with 
respect  to  the  issue  and  sale  of  commer¬ 


cial  paper  hereafter  consummated  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  am>lication  on  a  quarterly 
basis. 

No  fees  or  expenses  are  expected  to  be 
Incurred  by  the  companies  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  transactions.  No 
state  commission  and  no  federal  com¬ 
mission,  other  than  this  Commission,  has 
Jurisdiction  over  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  De¬ 
cember  20.  1974,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter  stating 
the  nature  of  his  Interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  aiH>llcation  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed;  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  the  ap¬ 
plicants  at  the  above-stated  addresses, 
and  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in 
case  of  an  attomey-at-law,  by  certifi¬ 
cate)  shoxild  be  filed  with  the  request.  At 
any  time  after  said  date,  the  applica¬ 
tion,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended, 
may  be  granted  as  provided  in  Rule  23 
of  the  General  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  grant  exemption  from  such 
rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100 
thereof  or  take  such  other  action  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any  no¬ 
tices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter. 
Including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-28iai  FUed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


I70-S578] 

OHIO  EDISON  CO.  AND 
PENNSYLVANIA  POWER  CO. 

Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  Common  Stock 
by  Subsidiary  to  Holding  Company 

November  25, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Ohio  Edi¬ 
son  Company  (“Ohio  Edison”) ,  47  North 
Main  St.,  Akron,  Ohio  44308,  a  registered 
holding  company  and  a  public-utility 
company,  and  Pennsylvania  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (“Pennsylvania”) ,  1  East  Washing¬ 
ton  St.,  New  Castle,  Pennsylvania,  its 
electric  utility  subsidiary,  have  filed  an 
application-declaration  with  this  Com¬ 
mission  pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) 
designating  sections  6(b) ,  9(a) ,  10  and  12 
(f)  of  the  Act  and  Rules  43(a)  and  50 
(a)(3)  promulgated  thereunder  as  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  proposed  transaction.  All 
Interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 


application-declaration,  which  is  sum- 
marlaed  below,  for  a  complete  statement 
of  the  proposed  transaction. 

Pmnsylvanla  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell  to  Ohio  Edison,  its  parent,  and  Ohio 
Edison  proposes  to  purchase  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  200,000  shares  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  “new  Common  Stock”)  of 
its  authorized  but  unissued  Common 
Stock  at  a  price  per  share  equal  to  the 
par  value  thereof  ($30  per  share) ,  for  a 
total  cash  consideration  of  $6,000,000. 

The  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  new 
Common  Stock  will  be  used  to  construct 
and  acquire  new  facilities  and  for  the 
betterment  of  existing  facilities,  to  repay 
a  part  of  bank  loans  (estimated  to  ag¬ 
gregate  $12,500,000  at  the  time  of  the 
sale  of  the  new  Common  Stock)  in¬ 
curred  for  such  purposes,  and  to  reim¬ 
burse  its  treasury  in  part  for  monies 
expended  for  such  purposes. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  paid  by 
Pennsylvania  in  connection  with  the  is¬ 
sue  and  sale  of  the  new  Common  Stock 
are  estimated  to  total  $3,100,  Including 
legal  fees  of  $1,000.  It  is  stated  that  the 
Pennsylvania  F^Uc  Utility  Commission 
has  jurisdiction  over  the  proposed  issue 
and  sale  by  Pennsylvania  of  the  new 
Common  Stock  and  that  no  other  State 
commission  and  no  Federal  cmnmission. 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  ^ven  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1974,  request  in  writing,  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  Interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  rais^  by  said  application-declara¬ 
tion  which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or 
he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission.  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail 
if  the  person  being  served  Is  located 
more  than  500  miles  frmn  the  point  of 
mailing)  upon  the  applicants  at  the 
above-stated  addresses,  and  proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  at¬ 
torney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  application-declaration,  as 
filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended,  may  be 
granted  and  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the  General 
Rules  and  Regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act  or  the  Commission  may 
grant  exemption  from  such  rules  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or 
take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered  will  receive  any  notices  and  or¬ 
ders  Issued  in  this  matter.  Including  the 
date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postpmiements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  IMvlslon 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal!  George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

[FR  DOCJ4-28120  FUed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 
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PENNSYLVANIA  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  Short-Term 
Notes  to  Banks 

November  25,  1974. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Electric  Company  (“Penelec”), 
1001  Broad  St.,  Johnstown,  Pennsylvania 
15907,  an  electric  utility  subsidiary  com¬ 
pany  of  General  Public  Utilities  Corpo¬ 
ration.  a  registered  holding  company, 
has  filed  an  application  with  this  Com¬ 
mission  pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”), 
designating  section  6(b)  of  the  Act  as  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  proposed  transaction.  All 
interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application,  which  is  summarized  below, 
for  a  complete  statement  of  the  proposed 
transaction. 

Penelec  requests  that,  for  the  period 
commencing  on  January  1,  1975,  and 
ending  December  31,  1975,  it  be  per¬ 
mitted  from  time  to  time  to  issue  or  re¬ 
new  notes,  of  a  matiurity  of  nine  months 
or  less  evidencing  short-term  bank  bor¬ 
rowings  provided  that  the  aggregate 
principal  amoimt  of  such  notes  to  be  out¬ 
standing  at  any  one  time  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  lesser  of  (A)  $88,000,000,  or  (B) 

10  percent  of  the  sum  of  (i)  the  princi¬ 
pal  amount  of  Penelec’s  outstanding 
first  mortgage  bonds  and  debentiures, 
(11)  the  par  value  of  Penelec’s  outstand¬ 
ing  preferred  stock,  (iil)  the  par  value 
of  Penelec’s  outstanding  common  stock, 
and  (iv)  the  capital  surplus  of  Penelec. 

The  new  notes  will  bear  interest  at  a 
rate  not  exceeding  the  prime  rate,  which 
may  be  the  fioating  rate  of  the  lending 
bank,  for  commercial  borrowing  at  the 
date  of  issue  of  such  note,  will  mature 
not  more  than  nine  months  from  the 
date  of  issue,  will  be  prepayable  at  any 
time  without  premium,  and  will  not  be 
Issued  as  a  part  of  a  public  offering. 
Although  no  commitments  or  agree¬ 
ments  for  such  borrowings  have  been 
made,  Penelec  expects  that,  as  and  to 
the  extent  that  its  cash  needs  require, 
borrowings  will  be  effected  from  among 
49  designated  banks. 

It  is  stated  that  Penelec  is  required  to 
maintain  comp>ensating  balances  with 
each  of  the  banks  equal  to  10  percent  of 
the  line  of  credit  or  20  percent  of  the 
amounts  actually  borrowed,  whichever 
is  higher.  Assiuning  a  10  percent 
prime  rate  and  a  20  percent  compensat¬ 
ing  balance,  the  effective  Interest  rate 
to  be  paid  by  Penelec  is  13.1  percent. 

Penelec  proposes  to  utilize  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  proposed  borrowings  to  pro¬ 
vide  fimds  for  its  short-term  working 
capital  requirements,  including  repay¬ 
ment  of  other  short-term  borrowings, 
and  to  provide  a  temporary  source  of 
funds  for  construction  expenditiu*es. 

TTie  application  states  that  Penelec’s 
expenses  incident  to  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions  are  estimated  at  $8,500,  including 
legal  fees  of  $6,000,  and  that  no  state 
commission  and  no  federal  commission. 


other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  De¬ 
cember  20.  1974,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  application  which 
he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  should  order  a  hearing  thereon. 
Any  such  request  should  be  addressed; 
Secretary,  Secm-ities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  should  be  served  person¬ 
ally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  than  500 
miles  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon 
the  applicant  at  the  above-stated  ad¬ 
dress,  and  proof  of  service  (by  aflSdavit 
or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by 
certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  the 
application,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  granted  as  provided  in 
Rule  23  of  the  General  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  promulgated  imder  the  Act,  or  the 
Commission  may  grant  exemption  from 
such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and 
100  thereof  or  take  such  other  action  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a 
hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any  no¬ 
tices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter,  in¬ 
cluding  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  or¬ 
dered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28119  PUed  12-2-74; 8:45  am] 


[Pile  No.  500-1] 

SAVOY  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 
Amending  Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 
November  22, 1974. 

The  Commission  having  determined  to 
amend  its  notice  of  November  21,  1974 
summarily  suspending  trading  in  the 
securities  of  Savoy  Industries,  Inc.  for 
the  period  November  22,  1974  through 
December  1, 1974. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Sections  15(c) 
(5)  and  19(a)  (4)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in  the 
cornmcm  stock,  and  all  other  securities 
of  Savoy  Industries,  Inc.  being  traded  on 
the  American  Stock  Exchange  and  all 
other  securities  of  Savoy  Industries,  Inc. 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  is  suspended, 
for  the  period  from  November  22,  1974 
through  midnight  (EST)  on  November 
25, 1974. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28126  Filed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


CHICAGO  BOARD  OPTIONS  EXCHANGE, 
INC. 

Non-disapproval  of  Amendments  to 
Option  Plan 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Novem¬ 
ber  12,  1974,  the  Commission  considered 
and  did  not  disapprove  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Option  Plan  of  the  Chicago 
Board  Options  Exchange,  Inc.  (CBOE) 
pursuant  to  Rule  9b-l  under  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (17  CFR 
240.9b-l).  The  CBOE  had  proposed  to 
amend  Rules  6.20,  6.7,  7.2  and  8.2 
designed  to  strengthen  the  role  and 
authority  of  the  Floor  Procedure  Com¬ 
mittee.  These  proposed  changes  were 
originally  published  at  39  PR  28995  on 
August  13,  1974  and  at  39  FR  35720  on 
October  3,  1974. 

It  is  also  noticed  that  the  Commission 
considered  and  did  not  disapprove  a 
change  made  regarding  the  Interpreta¬ 
tion  to  Rule  7.2  without  prior  notice  or 
opportunity  for  Interested  persons  to 
submit  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
because  it  found,  for  good  cause,  that  the 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon  were 
impracticable,  unnecessary  or  contrary 
to  the  public  Interest.  The  change  not 
previously  noticed  was  made  in  order  to 
clarify  the  intent  in  the  following  state¬ 
ment:  “*  *  ’in  addition  to  being  subject 
to  approval  of  the  Membership  Commit¬ 
tee  imder  Rule  3.4,  shall  also  be  subject 
to  approval  by  the  Floor  Procedure  Com¬ 
mittee  •  *  changed  to  "•  •  ’in  addi¬ 
tion  to  being  subject  to  approval  of  the 
Membership  Committee  under  Rule  3.4, 
shall  also  be  subject  to  the  review  of  the 
Floor  Procedure  Committee  •  •  *.” 

The  proposed  amendment  to  Rule  6.20 
would  authorize  any  two  members  of  the 
Floor  Procedure  Committee  to  impose 
fines  up  to  $1,000  fur  conduct  on  the 
floor  of  the  Exchange  which  impairs  the 
maintenance  of  a  fair  and  orderly  market 
or  impairs  public  confidence  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Exchange.  Since  floor  ofSclals 
are  located  on  the  floor  of  the  Exchange, 
they  are  often  in  the  best  position  to  be 
aware  of  and  to  evaluate  misconduct  on 
the  floor;  accordingly  CBOE  believes  that 
such  ofSclals  should  have  the  authority 
to  Impose  fines  in  those  cases  where  such 
action  is  warranted. 

The  proposed  amendments  to  Rules 
6.71,  7.2  and  8.2  are  all  Intended  to 
strengthen  the  role  of  the  Floor  Proce¬ 
dure  Committee  in  the  process  of  review¬ 
ing  applications  to  act  in  one  of  the  Ex¬ 
change’s  floor  functions  (Floor  Brokers, 
Board  Brokers  and  Market-Makers) . 
Since  the  members  of  this  Committee  are 
so  intimately  involved  in  the  operations 
of  the  Exchange  fioor,  it  is  felt  that  they 
should  have  a  more  direct  role  in  the  re¬ 
view  of  applications  of  persons  desiring 
to  perform  one  or  more  fioor  functions. 

In  addition,  the  proposed  new  policy 
under  Rule  7.2  provides  that,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  application  of  a  mem¬ 
ber  organization  for  registration  as  a 
Board  Broker,  the  ofBcers,  directors. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  233— TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  3,  1974 


NOTICES 


41915 


shareholders  and  partners  of  the  orgsmi- 
2sation  are  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Floor  Procedure  Committee.  Further,  in 
order  to  prev^t  any  conflict  of  Interest 
in  connection  with  the  Board  Broker’s 
knowledge  of  the  book  of  limit  orders  in 
his  assigned  class  of  options,  persons 
who  are  afSliated  with  a  Board  Broker 
organization  may  not  be  affiliated  with 
any  other  organization  in  the  securities 
business  unless  speciflcally  recommended 
by  the  Floor  Procedure  Committee  to  the 
Membership  Committee.  The  adoption 
of  this  new  policy  is  proposed  at ‘this 
time  because  the  Exchange  is  now  re¬ 
ceiving  for  the  flrst  time  Board  Broker 
applications  from  member  organizations, 
and  the  Exchange  believes  that  this  pol¬ 
icy  should  be  in  effect  before  any  of  such 
applications  are  approved. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
proposed  amendments  to  CBOE’s  plan 
either  before  or  after  it  has  become  ef¬ 
fective.  Written  statements  of  views  and 
comments  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  500  North  Capitol  Street,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549.  Reference  should  be 
made  to  flle  number  10-54.  The  proposed 
amendments  are,  and  all  such  comments 
will  be,  available  for  publio  in£^}ection  at 
the  Public  Reference  Room  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission  at 
1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated:  Nov^ber  22, 1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

IsEALl  Georob  a.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28126  FUed  12-d-74;8:45  am] 


[Qualifications  Information  Request  No.  1  ] 

DEVELOPMENT  AND  OPERATION  OF 
INFORMATION  PROGRAM 

Procurement  Action 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  today  released  the  following  letter 
from  its  Contracting  Officer  addressed  to 
Commerce  Business  Dally  soliciting  in¬ 
formation  from  organizations  having  the 
capability,  expertise  and  experience  for 
operation  of  the  Commission’s  informa¬ 
tion  program. 

Message  No.  5 

OFFICE  or  ADMINISTRATIVE  SERVICES,  SECURI¬ 
TIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION,  WASHING¬ 
TON,  D.C.  20040 

Commerce  Business  Dailt, 

VJS.  Department  of  Commerce, 

Room  1304,  433  West  Van  Buren  Street, 
Chicago,  Illinois  60607. 

November  21.  1974. 

T — ^Development  and  Operation  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission’s  Infor¬ 
mation  Program — ^Request  for  Statement  of 
Qualifications — ^The  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  is  soliciting  Information  from 
organizations  having  the  capability,  exper¬ 
tise,  and  experience  for  operation  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  information  program. 

Effective  handling  of  Information  la  basic 
to  the  success  of  programs  carried  out  by  the 
Securltiee  and  Exchange  Commission.  Timely 
public  dlseemtnatioi  of  information  con¬ 


tained  in  non-confidential  filings,  and  rapid 
and  accurate  staff  access  to  the  infomation 
for  internal  processing  are  Important  con¬ 
siderations  in  achieving  this  success. 

More  than  100,000  non-confidential  docu¬ 
ments  are  filed  annuaUy  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  some  10,000  organizations  pursuant 
to  statutory  requirements  and  rules  of  the 
Commission.  Details  on  financial,  corporate, 
and  related  matters,  often  of  widespread  pub¬ 
lic  interest,  are  contained  in  these  filings. 
Each  must  be  logged  in,  professioncdly  re¬ 
viewed,  filed,  and  distributed  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  pubUc  reference  rooms.  The  securities 
laws,  as  weU  as  the  Commission’s  public  in¬ 
formation  rules,  contemplate  that  copies  of 
the  registration  statements  and  other  reports 
wUl  be  made  available  to  the  public  at  “rea¬ 
sonable  cost.’’ 

In  complifmce  with  these  requirements,  the 
Commission  has  routinely  provided  public 
access  to  the  documents  and  has  made  avail¬ 
able  facilities  for  obtaining  copies  of  such 
items  both  at  its  Washington,  D.C.  location 
and  at  its  regional  offices.  Furthermore,  in 
order  to  secure  the  widest  possible  dissemin¬ 
ation  of  information,  the  Commission  also 
has  contracted  with  a  commercial  organiza¬ 
tion  to  reproduce  docmnents  in  microform 
and  “market”  these  documents  throughout 
the  financial  community  and  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public.  Under  the  current  operating  me¬ 
thodology,  filings  are  available  through  paper 
copy  or  on  microfiche  and  can  be  obtained 
either  by  subscription  ot  by  single  order.  An 
indexing  service  is  also  available.  The  pres¬ 
ent  contract  provides  for  these  services  at 
no  cost  to  the  Commission. 

To  fulfill  its  responsibilities  and  require¬ 
ments,  the  Commission  is  now  considwlng 
issuing  a  request  for  pr(^)Osals  for  continua¬ 
tion  of  these  aspects  cff  its  public  information 
program,  and  possibly  an  expansion  of 
the  program’s  form  and  content  to  Include 
development  of  an  internal  system  for 
storing,  retrieving  and  analyzing  docu¬ 
ments.  The  firm  that  eventuaUy  handles 
this  contract  will,  of  course,  necessarily 
gain  access  to  sensitive  non-public  informa¬ 
tion.  Accordingly,  any  firm  submitting  a 
proposal,  should  an  RFP  be  issued,  must 
consider  whether  any  of  its  activities  the 
activities  of  closely  affiliated  persons  will 
present  any  <u:tual  or  iMtential  confiicts 
of  interests,  particularly  in  light  of  fiduciary 
duties  owed  to  other  persons.  For  example. 
It  Is  doubtful  whether  any  firm  that  is  a 
broker-dealer,  investment  adviser,  or  invest¬ 
ment  company,  or  is  closely  affiliated  with 
a  person  who  is  a  broker-dealer.  Investment 
adviser,  or  Invescment  company,  could  be  en¬ 
trusted  with  the  responsibility  to  perform 
the  contract  without  prior  termination  of 
those  activities  or  affiliations. 

Responses  will  be  evaluated  cm  the  basis 
of  Information  furnished  that  provides 
evidence  of  capabilities  and  actual  experience 
in  a  number  of  these  areas: 

1.  Design,  Implementation  and  operation 
of  large  s(»de  Informaticm  systems  and  large- 
scale-microimagery  systems. 

2.  Information  product  design  and  market¬ 
ing  in  commercial  environments;  experience 
in  the  financial  InfcMmation  field  would  be 
especially  desirable. 

3.  Ccunputer  systems  operations  of  a  nature 
required  for  support  of  production  and 
marketing  programs. 

4.  Production  and  distribution  of  facsimile 
paper  copy  from  both  piq>er  and  microform. 

6.  Demonstrated  eq>erlence  in  state  of  the 
art  solutions  to  complex  information  system 
engineering  and  dissemination  programs. 

Any  firm  wishing  to  submit  an  RFP  and  to 
be  considered  as  a  qualified  blddN’,  should  an 
RFP  be  issued  as  a  result  of  this  request  for 
qualifications  information,  must: 


1.  Have  or  be  willing  and  able  to  establish 
production  (^rations  within  the  Washing- 
tcm, ,  D.C.  metropolitan  area,  alnce  dally 
d^lverles  to  and  from  the  Commission’s 
offices  may  be  required  and  close  coordination 
of  activities  will  be  essential;  and 

3.  Not  be  engaged  during  the  course  of  any 
contract  with  the  Commission  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  for  profit  of  microfilm  or  microform 
reader  or  reader/printer  equipment. 

Response  to  this  request  for  information 
should  not  exceed  a  total  of  100  pages  and 
should  include: 

1.  Information  that  clearly  establishes  the 
organization’s  present  qualifications  in  the 
subject  areas. 

2.  Information,  Including  resumes,  as  to 
the  experience  record  in  the  subject  areas  of 
key  personnel  whom  the  offeror  would  be 
expected  to  assign  to  the  program. 

3.  Such  additional  Information  as  might 
Illustrate  the  offeror’s  qualifications  or  un¬ 
derstanding  of  the  subject  program. 

This  is  not  a  request  for  proposals.  Ac¬ 
knowledgements  of  receipt  of  re^>onses  will 
not  be  made  and  telephone  inquiries  wUl  not 
be  honored.  No  additional  Information  wUl 
be  provided  at  this  time.  Any  Information 
previously  fiirnlshed  to  this  or  any  other 
SEC  office  wUl  not  be  considered;  therefore, 
interested  firms  should  include  aU  informa¬ 
tion  which  they  want  considered  in  the  eval¬ 
uation  of  their  qualifications.  Respondents 
wiU  not  be  notified  of  the  results  of  the 
Commission’s  evaluation;  however,  sources 
deemed  fuUy  qualified  wUl  be  considered 
when,  and  If,  requests  for  proposals  are  dis¬ 
tributed.  Responses  to  this  request  must  be 
provided  In  an  original  and  three  copies, 
must  refer  to  Qualifications  Information  Re¬ 
quest  No.  1  and  m\ut  be  received  by  the 
Contracting  Officer  by  December  20,  1974. 
Please  address  reponses  to: 

Attn:  Contracting  Officer 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
600  North  Capitol  Street 
Washington,  D.C.  20649 
Sincerely. 

Richard  J.  Kantan, 
Contracting  Officer. 

Dated:  November  21, 1974. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28130  Filed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  643] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

November  27, 1974. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as- 
isignments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  wUl  be  on^e  Issues  as  pre¬ 
sently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket  of 
the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be  made 
to  publMi  notices  of  cancellation  of  hear¬ 
ings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  inter¬ 
ested  parties  should  take  iq)pr(H;>riate 
steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noUfled  of 
canc^ation  or  pos^nements  of  hear¬ 
ings  In  which  they  are  Interested.  No 
amendments  will  be  entertained  after  the 
date  ot  this  publicatimi. 
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MC  129828  Sul)  2,  GHenn  Davis  and  Don  B. 
Davis,  Dda  Davis  Broa^  now  assigned  De¬ 
cember  11,  1974,  at  Portland,  Oreg,,  Is  can¬ 
celed  and  tbe  triplication  Is  dismissed. 

MO  139144,  Cumberland  Express,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  Janutu^  14,  1976  (4  days), 
at  the  Ramada  Inn,  I-€6  at  T7£.  821,  Bowl¬ 
ing  Green,  Ky. 

MC  114004  Sub  127,  Chandler  Trailer  Convoy, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  January  20,  1975 
(1  week),  at  Nashville,  Tenn.,  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

FP  29  Sub  2,  Plorlda-Texas  Freight,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  February  3,  1975  (1  week), 
at  New  York,  N.Y.,  in  a  bearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

MC  119656  Sub  27,  North  Express,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  December  12, 1974,  at  Chicago,  Ill., 

Is  postponed  Indefinitely. 

MC  123048  (Sub-No.  270),  Diamond  Trans¬ 
portation  System,  Inc.,  now  assigned  De¬ 
cember  11,  1974,  at  Buffalo,  New  YcH-k,*  Is 
cancelled  and  application  Is  dismissed. 

MC  121673  Sub  1,  Western  Motor  Freight, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  December  2,  1974,  at 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  Is  postponed  In¬ 
definitely. 

MC  108973  Sub  12,  Interstate  Express,  Inc., 
and  MC  118989  Sub  111,  Container  Transit, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  January  28,  1975 
(2  days) ,  at  Chicago,  HI.,  In  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC  109478  Sub  134,  Worster  Motor  Lines, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  January  80,  1975 
(1  day) ,  at  Chicago,  HI.,  In  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC  112304,  Sub  78,  Ace  Doran  Hauling  & 
Rigging  Co.,  now  being  assigned  January 
31,  1975  (1  day),  at  Chicago,  HI.,  In  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  123407  Sub  174,  Sawyer  Transport,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  February  3,  1975  (1 
day) ,  at  Chicago,  HI.,  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

FF  347  Sub  1,  Sal,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
February  4,  1975  (2  days) ,  at  Chicago,  HI., 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC  107496  Sub  950,  Ruan  Transport  CcH*po- 
ratlon,  now  being  assigned  February  6, 
1975  (2  days) ,  at  Chicago,  HI.,  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  134884  Sub  7,  Farwest  Furniture  Trans¬ 
port,  Inc.,  now  assigned  December  18;  1974, 
at  Seattle,  Wash.,  Is  posftponed  Indefinitely. 
MC  128473  Subs  5  and  16,  Montana  Express, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  December  12,  1974,  at 
Billings,  Montana,  is  postponed  Indefi¬ 
nitely. 

MC  135944,  Rodgers  Express,  Inc.,  now  being 
assigned  January  28,  1975  (2  days),  at  St. 
Lotiis,  Mo.,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  110563  Sub  140,  Coldway  Food  Express, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  January  30,  1975 
(2  days),  at  St.  Louis,  Mo..  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  lat^  designated. 

MC-F-12207,  Ruan  Transport  Corporation — 
Purchase — Harold  Waggoner  &  Company, 
and  MC  107496  Sub  951,  Ruan  Transport 
Corporation,  now  being  assigned  Febru¬ 
ary  3,  1975  (1  week),  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  In 
a  hearing  room  to  be  lat»  designated. 

MC  61592  Sub  319,  Jenkins  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
now  assigned  December  9,  1974,  at  Loe  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.,  Is  cancelled  and  application 
dismissed. 

MC  73165  Sub  346,  Eagle  Motor  Lines,  Inc., 
application  dismissed. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28230  FUed  12-2-74;8:46  am] 


[Notice  No.  644] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

November  27,  1974. 
Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  ai^ument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  Issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation  of 
hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  in¬ 
terested  parties  should  take  appropriate 
steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notifled  of 
cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested.  No 
amendments  will  be  entertained  after 
the  date  of  this  publication. 

Correction 

MC-F-12199,  General  Highway  Express,  Inc. — 
Purchase — ^Roethllsbergor  Transfw  Co.; 
FX>.  27697,  General  Highway  Express,  Inc.- 
Secmdtles,  and  MC  97841  Sub  20,  General 
Highway  Express,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
January  20,  1975  (1  week),  at  Columbus. 
Ohio,  In  a  hearing  romn  to  be  later  desig¬ 
nated,  Instead  of  FJJ.  27692. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28231  Filed  12-2-74; 8:45  am] 


[No.  36054] 

ARKANSAS 

Intrastate  Freight  Rates  and  Charges,  1974 
November  27,  1974. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Ckimmlssion,  Division  2.  held  at  its 
office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  cm  the  21st 
day  of  November,  1974. 

By  joint  petition  flled  on  August  22, 
1974,  Cffilcago,  Rock  Island  and  Paclflc 
Railroad  Company,  Kansas  C^ty  South¬ 
ern  Railway  Company,  Louisiana  ft 
Arkansas  Railway  CTompany,  Missouri 
Paclflc  Railroad  C<»npany,  St  Louls- 
San  Francisco  Railway  Company,  and 
St  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  carriers  by  railroad  within  the 
State  of  Arkansas,  state  that  the  Arkan¬ 
sas  Transportation  Commission  has 
suspended  Increases  in  Intrastate  rates 
and  charges  as  permitted  by  this  Com¬ 
mission  on  Interstate  commerce  in  Ex 
Parte  No.  303,  Increased  Freight  Rates 
and  Charges,  1974,  Nationwide  and  Ex 
Parte  No.  305,  Nationwide  Increase  of 
Ten  Percent  in  Freight  Rates  and 
Charges,  1974;  and 
It  appearing,  that  the  petitioners  al¬ 
lege  that  the  Increases  on  Interstate  com¬ 
merce  were  authorized  based  on  revenne 
needs  of  the  carriers  and  the  interstate 
rates  are  Just  and  reascmable;  that  inter¬ 
state  and  Intrastate  traffic  moving  from, 
to  and  beween  points  In  Arkansas  are 
generally  ccxnlngled  and  handled  in  the 
same  trains;  and  that  Intrastate  traffic 
is  transport^  under  conditions  no  more 


favorable  than  those  surrounding  inter¬ 
state  traffic;  that  the  rates  Imposed  by 
the  Arkansas  Commisslcm,  to  the  extent 
they  fail  to  Include  Increases  sought 
herein,  deprive  the  petitioners  of  badly 
needed  revenue,  result  in  undue  and  un¬ 
reasonable  advantage  to  shippers  and  re¬ 
ceivers  in  Arkansas  intrastate  commerce, 
and  in  undue  and  unreasonable  preju¬ 
dice  to  shippers  of  interstate  traffic,  to, 
from,  and  through  Arkansas,  and  result 
in  imdue,  unreasonable,  and  unjust  dis¬ 
crimination  against,  and  an  imdue  bur¬ 
den  upon.  Interstate  commerce;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  petitioners 
request  that  the  Commission  institute  an 
investigation  imder  sections  13  and  15a 
(2)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  of 
the  Arkansas  Intrastate  rates  and  enter 
an  order  removing  the  alleged  unlawful¬ 
ness,  and  that  special  expedition  be  given 
to  the  hearing  and  decision  in  this 
proceeding; 

And  it  further  appearing,  that  there 
have  been  brought  into  issue  matters  suf¬ 
ficient  to  require  an  Investigation  into 
the  lawfulness  of  Intrastate  rates  and 
charges  made  or  imposed  by  the  State  of 
Arkansas;  therefore. 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  petition  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  granted,  and  that  an  inves¬ 
tigation  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  instituted 
under  sections  13  and  15a(2)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  determine 
whether  the  present  Intrastate  rates  and 
charges  in  Arkansas  are  in  any  manner 
unlawful  by  reason  of  the  failure  of  such 
rates  and  charges  to  Include  increases 
authorized  or  to  be  authorized  in  Ex 
Parte  No.  303  and  the  Increases  author¬ 
ized  in  Ex  Parte  No.  305  and,  if  war¬ 
ranted,  to  enter  an  appropriate  order 
under  section  13(4)  of  the  act. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  com¬ 
mon  carriers  by  railroad  operating 
within  the  State  of  Arkansas  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  made  respondents  to 
this  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  person 
intending  to  participate  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  shall  notify  this  Commission  by  filing 
with  the  CTommlsslon’s  Office  of  Proceed¬ 
ings,  Room  5342,  12th  Street  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423,  on  or  before  December  27, 1974,  an 
original  and  one  copy  of  a  statement  of 
his  intention  to  participate;  and  that  a 
service  list  shall  be  prepar^  and  made 
available  to  persons  responding  to  this 
order,  containing  the  names  and  ad¬ 
dresses  of  all  parties  to  this  proceeding, 
upon  whom  copies  of  all  pleadings  must 
be  served;  thereafter,  the  nature  of  fur¬ 
ther  proceedings  will  be  designated. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy 
of  this  order  be  served  upon  the  respond¬ 
ents:  that  the  State  of  Arkansas  be  noti¬ 
fied  of  this  proceeding  by  sending  copies 
of  this  order  by  certified  mail  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  Arkansas,  Little  Rock,  Aiic.,  and 
to  the  Arkansas  Transportation  Commis¬ 
sion  at  Little  Rock;  and  that  notice  be 
given  to  the  general  public  by  deposit¬ 
ing  a  copy  of  this  order  in  the  office  of 
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the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  filing  a  copy 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register,  for  publication  therein. 

This  is  not  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28226  FUed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  AB-44  (Sub-No.  6)  ] 

LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD  CO. 

Notice  of  Abandonment 

November  27, 1974. 

John  F.  Nash  and  Robert  C.  Haldeman, 
trustees  of  the  property  of  Lehigh  Valley 
Railroad  Company,  debtor,  abandonment 
portion  National  Docks  Branch  between 
Bright  Street  and  Academy  Street,  in 
Jersey  City.  Hudson  County,  N.J. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a 
staff-prepared  environmental  threshold 
assessment  svuwey  which  is  available  for 
public  inspection  upon  request;  and 

It  appearing,  that  no  environmental 
Impact  statement  need  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding,  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.;  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  Hudson  County,  N.J., 
within  15  days  of  the  date  of  service  of 
this  order,  and  certify  to  the  Ccnnmls- 
sion  that  this  has  been  accomplished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  ct^y  thereof  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
forwarding  a  copy  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  November,  1974. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Tuggle. 

[SE^Ll  RpBERT  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

John  F.  Ncish  and  Robert  C.  Hcddeman, 
trustees  of  the  property  of  Lehigh  Valley 
Railroad  Company,  Debtor,  abandonment 
portion  National  Docks  Branch  between 
Bright  Street  and  Academy  Street,  In  Jersey 
City,  Hudson  County,  N.J. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated 
November  20,  1974,  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  proposed  abandonment  of  tiie  line 
of  rallrocMls  by  the  Trustees  Of  The  Property 
Of  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company.  Debtor, 
between  Bright  and  Academy  Streets,  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  2,012  feet  all  in  Hudson  County, 
N.J.,  if  ai^roved  by  the  Commission  does 
not  constitute  a  major  Federal  action  signifi¬ 


cantly  affecting  the  qiiality  of  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Envbronmental  Policy  Act  of  1069 
(NEPA),  42  UJ3.C.  4321  et  seq.,  and  that 
preparation  of  a  detailed  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  will  not  be  required  under 
section  4332(2)  (c)  of  the  NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things, 
that  the  enviromnental  effects  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  abandonment  are  not  considered 
significant  because  (1)  the  last  remaining 
shipper  to  be  served  by  this  line  has  relo¬ 
cated.  and  (2)  the  land  underlying  the 
right-of-way  is  needed  for  the  construction 
of  a  new  vocational  high  school  by  the  Jersey 
City  Redevelopment  Agency.  This  abandon¬ 
ment,  thmfore,  is  entirely  consistent  with 
^the  contemplated  land  use  plans. 

This  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of  an 
environmental  threshold  assessment  survey, 
which  is  available  for  public  inspection  upon 
request  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Office  of  Proceedings,  Washington.  D.C. 
20423;  telephone  202-343-7966. 

Interested  partiM  may  comment  on  this 
matter  by  the  submission  of  representations 
to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20423,  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  18. 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-28227  FUed  12-2-74:8:45  am] 


BELLE  FOURCHE  PIPELINE  CO. 

Tentative  Valuation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  tentative 
valuation  for  the  year  1973,  Valuation 
Docket  No.  1430,  is  under  consideration 
for  a  common  carrier  by  pipeline,  the 
Belle  Pourche  Pipeline  Co.,  P.O.  Drawer 
2360,  Casper,  Wyoming  82601. 

On  or  before  January  2,  1975,  persons 
other  than  those  specifically  designated 
in  section  19a(h)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  having  an  interest  in  the 
valuation  of  the  carrier  named  above 
may,  pursuant  to  rule  72  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  “General  Rules  of  Practice”  (49 
CFR  1100.72),  file  an  original  and  three 
copies  of  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  and,  if  granted,  thus  to  come  within 
the  category  of  “additional  parties  as  the 
Commission  may  prescribe”  imder  sec¬ 
tion  19a(h)  of  the  act,  thereby  enabling 
the  party  to  file  a  protest.  Blanket  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  in  all  or  several  of 
these  proceedings  is  not  permissible.  In¬ 
dividual  petitions  to  Intervene  must  be 
filed  with  respect  to  each  valuation  in 
which  participation  is  sought.  It  is  also 
required  that  a  copy  of  the  petition  to 
Intervene  be  served  at  the  address  shown 
above  upon  the  carrier  and  tiiat  an  ap¬ 
propriate  certificate  of  service  be  at¬ 
tached  to  the  petition.  Persons  specifi¬ 
cally  designated  in  section  19a(h)  of  the 
act  need  not  file  a  petition;  they  are  en¬ 
titled  to  file  protest  as  a  matter  of  right 
imder  the  statute. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28228  FUed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


[Ex  Parte  No.  810] 

INCREASED  FREIGHT  RATES  AND 
CHARGES,  1975  NATIONWIDE 

November  27,  1974. 
At  a  general  session  of  the  Ihtarstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  Its  office 
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in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  the  27th  day  of 
November,  1974. 

It  aimearing,  that  by  petition  and  ver¬ 
ified  statements  filed  November  15,  1974. 
the  railroads  listed  in  Appendix  I  of  said 
petition,  and  certain  water  and  motor 
carriers  having  j(^t  rates  with  those 
railroads,  request  the  Commission  to  in¬ 
stitute  an  Investigation  into  the  ade¬ 
quacy  of  all  freight  rates  and  charges 
of  all  common  carriers  by  railroad  within 
the  United  States ;  to  make  all  carriers  by 
railroad  within  the  United  States  re¬ 
spondents  therein;  and  to  authorize  and 
permit  increases  of  7  percent  in  all 
freight  rates  and  charges  within,  from, 
to  and  via  all  territories,  subject  to  the 
exceptions  and  holddowns  set  forth  in 
Appendix  II,  including,  among  others, 
the  provisions  that  (1)  the  Increases  in 
rates  and  charges  shall  NOT  apply  to 
rates  applicable  from,  to,  or  via  points  on 
the  Long  Island  Rail  Road  nor  frmn,  to, 
via,  or  at  points  on  the  Baltimore  and 
Ohio  Railroad  Company,  Chesapeake 
and  Ohio  Railway  Company.  Western 
Maryland  Railway  Company  (Chessle 
System) ;  (2)  no  increase  is  applicable 
to  line-haul  rates  and  charges  on  freight 
in  trailer  bodies,  trailers,  semi-trailers, 
v^icles  or  containers  between  points  in 
eastern  territory,  nor  to  empty  trailers, 
vehicles  or  containers  when  moving  on 
TOFC  or  COFC  rates  between  points  in 
that  territory;  and  (3)  the  Increases  in 
line-haul  rat»  and  charges  on  export 
and  import  traffic  are  limited  generally 
to  the  increase  applicable  to  Baltimore, 
Md.  except  that  such  a  limitation  does 
not  apply  in  connection  with  movements 
to  or  from  West  Coast  ports : 

It  further  appearing,  that  petitioners 
seek  permission  to  make  the  proposed 
increases  effective  Januaiy  1.  1975,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  condition  that  refunds  shall 
be  made  in  the  event  that,  after  such 
investigation  as  the  Commission  deems 
necessary,  no  increase  or  a  lesser  Increase 
than  that  set  forth  in  said  petition  is 
authorized,  and  they  seek  the  entry  of  an 
order  modifying  all  outstanding  orders  of 
the  Commission  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  enable  the  railroads  to  file  and  make 
effective  the  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  and  also  request  the  entry  of  ap¬ 
propriate  orders  imder  sections  4  and  6 
of  the  Interstate  Ccxnmerce  Act; 

It  further  appearing,  that  petitioners 
have  filed  and  served  35  verified  state¬ 
ments  constituting  their  evidential  case 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  set 
forth  in  Procedures  Governing  Rail  Car¬ 
rier  General  Increase  Proceedings.  49 
CFR  1102,  Including  certain  financial 
data  suggested  in  Appendix  B  to  the  re¬ 
port  and  order  in  Ex  Parte  No.  281,  In¬ 
creased  Freight  Rates  and  Charges,  1972, 
341  LC.C.  288; 

It  further  appearing,  that  although  the 
rules  promulgated  on  October  4. 1974,  in 
Ex  Parte  No.  290  (Sub-No.  1)  had  not  be¬ 
come  effective  by  the  date  of  the  fiitag 
herein,  petitioners  have  nevertheless 
stipulated  that  they  will  submit  the  data 
called  for  by  the  regulatkxi  adopted  ta 
that  proceeding,  namely,  detailed  infor¬ 
mation  concornli^;  estimated  revenues 
which  would  have  been  obtained  if  the 
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last  authorized  Increase  had  hem  fully 
ai^lied,  and  the  total  actual  Increase  In 
revenues  realized  by  application  of  the 
last  authorized  general  increase: 

*  It  fiulher  appearing,  that  petitioners 
contend  that  the  considered  Increase  win 
have  no  significant  adverse  effect  upon 
the  movement  of  traffic  or  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  recyclable  commodities  by  ran 
Including  cuUet,  textUe  waste,  waste 
paper,  ferrous  or  non-ferrous  scrap  and 
chemical  wastes; 

It  further  appearing,  that  any  person 
or  persons  believing  that  the  considered 
proposal.  If  allowed  to  become  effective, 
would  have  a  significant  Impact  upon  the 
quality  of  the  hmnan  environment  are 
hereby  Invited  to  comment  upon  this 
matter  In  the  protests  or  verified  state¬ 
ments  filed  pursuant  to  this  order  and 
that  envlronmenal  matters  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  will  be  fully  considered 
by  the  Commission  In  any  subsequent 
action  on  the  merits  of  the  proposed  gen¬ 
eral  Increase  and  a  hearing  dealing 
therewith  will  be  held.  If  necessary; 

And  it  further  appearing,  that  by  Spe¬ 
cial  Permission  Order  No.  75-2100  served 
herewith,  the  Commission  Is  authorizing 
the  filing  of  tariff  schediiles  of  Increased 
rates  and  charges  sought  In  the  petition, 
to  become  effective  upon  not  less  than  45 
days’  notice  to  the  Commission  and  the 
general  public,  subject  to  protest  and 
possible  suspension  as  provided  by  the 
Act,  and  mo^3dng  outstanding  orders  to 
the  extent  necessary  to  permit  that  filing, 
and  good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered,  Ihat  an  Investigation  be, 
and  It  is  hereby  instituted  Into  and  con¬ 
cerning  the  revenue  needs  of  the  rail¬ 
roads  of  the  United  States  and  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  the  proposed  increases  in 
rates  and  charges  are  necessary  to  pro¬ 
vide  revenues  sufficient  to  enable  the  car¬ 
riers,  xmder  honest,  economical  and 
efficient  mansigement,  to  provide  ade¬ 
quate  and  efficient  railway  transporta¬ 
tion  service  at  the  lowest  cost  consistent 
with  the  furnishing  of  such  service,  and 
the  reasomdileness  and  lawfulness  of 
such  increases  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  related 
acts. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  common 
carriers  by  railroad  be,  and  they  are 
hereby,  made  respondents  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  special  permission  author¬ 
ity  hereinafter  granted,  the  schedules 
shall  be  published,  subject  to  protest  and 
suspension,  to  become  effective  upon  not 
less  than  45  days’  notice,  not  earlier  than 
February  5,  1975,  nor  later  than 

March  5,  1975,  and  said  schedules  shall 
contain  an  appropriate  refund  provision. 
Protests  shall  be  filed  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  13,  1975  In  accordance  with  proce¬ 
dures  hereinafter  set  forth. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  referred  to 
an  Administrative  Law  Judge  lor  hear¬ 
ing  commencing  on  January  6,  1975,  at 
9:30  a.m..  at  the  offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 


D.C.,  for  the  purpose  of  cross-examina¬ 
tion  of  witnesses  submitting  verified 
statements  on  bdialf  of  the  respondents. 
The  hearing  will  begin  Uiat  date  with  a 
pre-hearing  conference;  and,  not  later 
than  December  30, 1974,  persons  desiring 
to  participate  shall  specify  which  wit¬ 
nesses  they  Intend  to  cross-examine  by 
notice,  sent  via  first  class  mall,  to  the 
Ccxnmisslon  and  the  respondents  at  the 
address  set  forth  in  paragraph  (d) 
below. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  In  order 
that  the  public  may  be  fully  informed  as 
to  the  actual  effects  of  the  proposal,  on 
or  before  December  20,  1974,  petitioners 
shall  file  with  the  Commission  and  serve 
upon  the  parties  of  record  In  the  last 
general  Increase  proceeding^  a  state¬ 
ment  concerning  the  manner  In  which 
petitioners  intend  to  resolve  the  prob¬ 
lems  created  by  the  apparent  non-par¬ 
ticipation  of  the  Chessie  System  and  the 
Long  Island  Rail  Road  Company,  includ¬ 
ing  information  as  to  competitive  excep¬ 
tion,  If  any,  which  would  be  required  In 
addition  to  those  set  forth  in  Appendix 
n,  and  information  with  regard  to  the 
impact  upon  the  carriers’  revenue  pro¬ 
jections  of  the  non-application  of  the  in¬ 
crease  to  traffic  moving  to,  from  or  via 
points  on  the  Chessie  System  or  the  Long 
Island  Rail  Road.  If  data  for  the  non- 
participating  roads  Is  Included  in  page 
1  of  Exhibit  A  accompaiudng  Verified 
Statement  No.  1,  corrected  figures  and 
supporting  data  shall  be  supplied.  Simi¬ 
larly,  Table  11,  on  page  31  of  Verified 
Statement  No.  1  shall  be  adjusted  to  take 
into  consideration  the  revenue  Impact  on 
petitioners  of  any  additional  competitive 
exceptions  which  might  be  required.  The 
statement  filed  in  accordance  with  this 
ordering  paragraph  shall  also  explain 
how  petitioners  intend  to  resolve  the  ap¬ 
parent  disruption  of  port  relationships 
and  possible  violations  of  sections  2,  3, 
and  4  which  may  occur  as  a  result  of  the 
exceptions  set  f(»th  In  the  first  appear¬ 
ing  paragraph  of  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  person 
opposing  the  proposed  increases  in  rates 
and  charges  shall  file  and  serve  verified 
statements  and  arguments  or  unverified 
protests  ’  as  provided  below,  on  or  before 
January  13, 1975. 

(a)  The  verified  statements  shall  con¬ 
tain  all  evidence  relevant  and  material 
to  the  issues  in  this  proceeding  which  the 
IMuiles  desire  to  have  considered  by  the 
Commission  (except  oral  cross-examlna- 
ti(m  and  rebuttal  related  thereto)  and 
will  be  considered  as  submitted  in  evi¬ 
dence  along  with  the  verified  statements 
of  the  respondents,  as  basis  for  a  de¬ 
cision  by  the  Commission  on  the  merits 
of  the  issues.  Any  submission  relevant  to 
environmental  Impact  should  be  set  forth 
under  an  aiq;>roprlate  subheading  in 
order  to  properly  Identify  such  subject 
matter. 


1  Copies  at  the  statement  shall  be  fxir- 
nlshed  to  other  Intraested  pwsons  on 
request. 

*See  paragraph  (g). 


(b)  Verified  statements  may  include 
argument  in  support  of  an  affiant’s  posi¬ 
tion  but  such  argument  shall  be  set  forth 
in  a  separate  secticm  of  the  document 
containing  the  verified  statement.  If  de¬ 
sired,  such  argument  may  be  c<mtained 
in  a  sep<trate  document  simultaneously 
filed  and  served.  Requests  for  oral  argu¬ 
ment  will  be  disposed  of  by  further  order 
of  the  Commission. 

(c)  Each  verified  statement  shall  be 
signed  in  ink  by  the  affiant  and  verified 
(notarized)  in  the  manner  provided,  by 
rule  50  and  Form  No.  6  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Rules  of  Practice.  ’The  post 
office  address  of  the  affiant  or  his  counsel 
shall  be  shown. 

(d)  Verified  statements  and  argu¬ 
ments  shall  be  filed  and  served  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

The  original  and  24  copies  of  each  such 
document  icx  the  use  of  the  Commission 
Shan  be  sent  to  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423,  except  that  a  lesser  number  of  c<q>les 
may  be  filed  upon  a  showing  of  good  catise. 

One  copy  shaU  be  served  upon  the  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  petitioning  railroads,  Thor- 
mund  A.  Miller,  Esq.,  American  Railroad 
Building,  1920  “L"  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036,  which  service  shall  constitute 
service  upon  aU  respondents.  However,  all 
parties  able  to  do  so  shaU  serve  25  copies 
upon  the  railroads’  representative. 

In  aU  cases,  wh^e  service  is  made  by  mall, 
the  document  shall  be  mailed  In  time  to  be 
received  by  Janxiary  13, 1975. 

(e)  Each  verified  statement  shall  con¬ 
tain  a  certificate  of  service  stating  that 
It  has  been  timely  served  on  opposing 
parties,  as  herein  provided,  and  verified 
statements  not  so  served  will  not  be  con¬ 
sidered. 

(f )  Verified  statements  and  arguments 
by  persons  opposed  to  the  prc^xised  in¬ 
creases  in  rates  and  charges  should  In¬ 
clude  all  matters  which  they  desire  the 
Commission  to  consider  with  resp^  to 
statutory  suspension  of  the  rates  pend¬ 
ing  completion  of  the  Investigation,  as 
well  as  evidence  relevant  to  the  ultimate 
decision. 

(g)  Any  party  who  does  not  desire  to 
sulxnlt  verified  statements  of  evidence, 
as  described  above,  may  file  and  serve  In 
like  fashion  tmverlfied  protests  which 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission 
only  with  respect  to  the  issue  (ff  suspen¬ 
sion. 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  on  or  before 
January  20,  1975,  the  respondents  shall 
file  with  the  Commission  and  serve  upon 
opposing  parties  such  replies  to  protests 
or  other  pleadings  seeking  susp>enslon 
and  rebuttal  evidence  on  the  merits  of 
the  proceeding  as  they  desire  to  present. 
Such  evidence  shall  be  in  the  form  and 
served  In  the  same  manner  as  the  open¬ 
ing  statements  filed  In  accordance  with 
the  regulations  published  in  49  CFR  Part 
1102,  except  that  replies  and  rebuttal 
evidence  need  be  served  only  upon  the 
party  (and  his  counsel  if  known)  to 
whose  evidence  the  reply  or  rebuttel  is 
directed.  Such  statements  shall,  however, 
be  furnished  to  c^Jier  Interested  parties 
up<xi  request.  In  the  event  that  respond¬ 
ents  desire  to  exercise  their  right  to 
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cross-examine  any  affiant  to  a  verified 
statement  filed  by  protestants,  they  shall 
give  notice  thereof  <hi  or  before  January 
20.  1975,  to  said  affiant,  his  counsel,  and 
the  Commission  by  first  class  maiL  Any 
Protestant  who  wishes  to  cross-examine 
any  affiant  to  a  verified  rebuttal  state¬ 
ment  of  the  respondents  shall,  in  like 
fashion,  notify  the  affiant  and  the  re¬ 
spondents  at  tibe  address  set  forth  above 
in  paragraph  (d),  and  the  Commission, 
not  later  than  January  23, 1975. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  further 
hearing  in  this  proceeding  shall  com¬ 
mence  (m  January  27, 1975,  at  9:30  am., 
at  the  offices  of  the  haterstate  Ccxnmerce 
CommisslcHi.  Washington,  D.C..  for  the 
purpose  of  cross-examination  of  wit¬ 
nesses  submitting  verified  statem^ts, 
and  to  afford  an  opportunity  for  parties 
to  submit  such  other  pertinent  evidence 
as  the  Administrative  Law  Judge  deems 
necessary  to  ccxnplete  the  record. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  request 
for  fourth-section  relief  will  be  ccmsid- 
ered  following  the  filing  of  protests  and 
statements  in  opposition  and  replies 
thereto; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  in  all 
other  respects  the  petition  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  denied. 

Special  Permission  No.  75-2100 

Upon  consideration  of  a  petition  dated 
November  15, 1975,  filed  by  Thonmmd  A. 
Miller  and  other  attorneys  for  and  on 
behalf  of  rail  carriers  referred  to  therein, 
and  on  behalf  of  certain  water  and  motor 
carriers  having  joint  rates  with  said  rail¬ 
roads,  insofar  as  the  said  petition  re¬ 
quests  authority 

(1)  To  depart  from  the  Commission’s 
tariff -publishing  rules  to  the  extent  neces¬ 
sary  to  enable  such  carriers  to  publish  gen¬ 
eral  Increases  In  freight  rates  and  charges  by 
means  of  a  master  tariff  and  other  short-form 
methods, 

(2)  For  modification  all  outstanding 
(Meiers  of  the  Commission  to  the  extent  neces¬ 
sary  to  permit  publication  of  the  aforesaid 
Increases  In  rates  and  charges; 

such  master  tariff  to  include  a  provision 
for  the  refund  of  the  difference  between 
the  increase  published  and  that  which 
may  subsequently  be  approved  or  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission,  or  the  refund 
of  the  entire  increase  should  no  increase 
be  approved,  subject  to  accrued  interest 
at  4  percent. 

It  is  ordered,  for  good  cause  shown; 

1.  All  railroads,  and  water  and  motor 
carriers  to  the  extent  they  have  joint 
rates  with  said  railroads,  and  their  tariff¬ 
publishing  agents,  be,  and  they  are 
hereby,  authorized  to  depart  from  the 
Commission’s  tariff -publishing  rules 
when  publishing  and  filing  tariffs,  and 
tariff  amendments,  to  becmne  effective 
not  earlier  than  February  5,  1975,  nor 
later  than  March  5,  1975,  with  notice  to 
the  Commission  and  to  the  public  of  not 
less  than  forty-five  (45)  days,  providing 
tor  Increased  rates  and  chafes  as  set 
forth  in  said  petition. 

(a)  By  publication  and  filing  of  a 
master  tariff  ot  Increased  rates  and 
charges,  and  supplements  thereto,  pro¬ 
viding  increases  by  means  tff  conversion 


tables  of  rates  and  charges,  which  shall 
include,  and  maintain  in  effect,  a  refund 
provision  reading  as  follows : 

In  the  event  any  Increases  resulting 
from  the  application  of  this  tariff  exceed 
the  Increases  subsequoitly  approved  or 
prescribed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Cmmnission,  the  carriers  will  refund  the 
difference  between  the  increases  result¬ 
ing  from  the  application  thereof  and  any 
increases  which  may  subsequently  be 
approved  or  prescribed  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  with  four  per¬ 
cent  interest. 

In  the  event  of  an  Increase  resulting 
from  the  application  of  this  tariff  is 
disapproved  by  the  Commission  and  no 
Increase  is  authorized,  the  carriers  will 
refund  the  full  amoimt  of  the  Increase 
collected  with  four  percent  Interest. 

The  master  tariff  shall  bear  an  ev- 
piratlon  date  not  beyond  (me  year  after 
the  effective  date,  which  may  not  be  can¬ 
celed  or  extended  except  upon  i^)ecific 
authorization  of  this  Commission,  and  all 
relief  herein  expires  with  that  date.  The 
master  tariff  must  initially  contain  all 
provisions  for  application  of  the  in¬ 
creases  (including  provisions  for  no  in¬ 
creases.  part  of  the  overall  proposal) 
following  which  (unless  suspended)  any 
provisions  other  than  those  of  a  general 
character  may  be  canceled  and  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  particular  tariffs  affected 
upon  a  common  effective  date  with  ap¬ 
propriate  notation  to  that  effect  in  the 
master  tariff  amendment. 

(b)  By  publication  and  filing  of  a  con¬ 
necting  link  supplement  to  each  tariff 
(to  be  made  subject  to  the  master  tariff) , 
connecting  such  tariffs  with  the  master. 
Such  supplements  may  be  blanket  sup¬ 
plements  (a  (:ommon  supplement  issued 
to  two  or  more  tariffs),  provided  each 
copy  officially  filed  is  hand  marked  in  the 
appropriate  places  as  to  the  supplement 
number  and  the  I.C.C.  number  of  the 
tariff  it  supplements. 

(c)  By  publication  and  filing  of  tariffs 
or  amendments  to  tariffs  effective  (»>n- 
currently  with  the  master  tariffs  and 
upon  the  same  notice  which  provide  spe¬ 
cifically  Increased  rates  and  chargee  but 
which  do  not  result  in  an  increase  in 
charges  for  transportation  and  other 
services  greater  than  those  specified  In 
the  petition,  provided  all  such  publica¬ 
tion  is  identified  in  the  tariffs  and  made 
subject  to  the  refirnd  clause  worded  sub¬ 
stantially  as  in  paragraph  1(a)  herein. 

(d)  By  publication  of  provisions  in 
tariffs  or  amendments  thereto  subjecting 
rates  and  charges  therein  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  master  tariff. 

(e)  The  provisions  of  connecting  link 
supplements  that  apply  in  connection 
with  the  master  tariff  authorized  by  this 
permission  may  be  brought  forward, 
upon  statutory  notice,  as  numbered 
Items  replacing  the  maintenance  of  sep¬ 
arate  connecting  link  stwlements. 

(f)  Hie  publication  of  provisions  in 
tariffs  ox  amiMidments  thereto  subjecting 
rates  and  charges  th^in  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  masto:  tariff  is  hereby 
authorlzecL 


2.  (a)  Tlie  master  tariff,  as  amended,  ' 
and  all  oth^  tariffs  and  amendments  to 
tariffs,  that  employ  the  short-form 
methods  authorized  herein  shall  bear  the 
notation  : 

Form  of  publication  authorized,  LC.C. 
permission  No.  75-2100. 

(b)  Tariffs  or  amendments  to  tariffs 
publishing  specifically  increased  rates  or 
charges  hereunder  shall  bear  a  notation 
reading: 

Publication  made  in  accordance  with 
I.C.C.  permission  No.  75-2100. 

3.  Connecting-link  supplements  au¬ 
thorized  herein  shall  be  exempt  from  the 
Commission’s  tarlff-puUdshlng  rules  gov¬ 
erning  the  number  of  siqn^anents  and 
the  volume  of  supplemental  matter 
permissible. 

4.  Outstanding  orders  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  are  hereby  modified  cmly  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  necessary  to  permit  the  filing  of 
tariff  publications  containing  the  pro¬ 
posed  increases,  and  all  tariff  publica¬ 
tions  filed  shall  be  subject  to  protest  and 
possible  suspension  or  rejecticm.  In  that 
regard,  we  direct  petitioners’  attention 
to  oiu-  admonitions  in  prior  general  in¬ 
crease  proceedings  concerning  mainten¬ 
ance  and  preservation  of  existing  port 
relationships.  See,  for  example.  In¬ 
creased  Freight  Rates  and  Charges,  1972, 
341 1.C.C.  288,  336,  and  Increased  Freight 
Rates,  1970  and  1971,  339  I.C.C.  125,  188. 
Rate  increase  tables  on  grain  shall  pro¬ 
gress  in  one-half  cent  increments. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  future 
orders  and  notices  of  the  Commission  in 
this  proceeding  will  be  sent  only  to  those 
parties  participating  as  herein  provided, 
and  those  Interested  persons  who  spe¬ 
cifically  request  to  be  included  on  the 
service  list. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  be  given  by  serving  a  copy 
thereof  on  each  party  to  the  proceeding 
in  Ex  Parte  No.  305,  to  the  Governor  axui 
public  utility  regulatory  body  of  each 
State,  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  the  Special  Assistant  to  the 
President  for  Consumer  Affairs,  and  by 
depositing  a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  by  filing  a  copy  with 
the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  for  publication  therelm 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28232  Filed  12-2-74;8:45  am] 


(No.  36063] 

MONTANA 

Intrastate  Rail  Freight  Rates  and  Charges, 
1974 

November  27,  1974. 
At  a  Session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  2.  held  at  Its 
office  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  the  21st 
day  of  November,  1974. 

^  j(^t  petition  filled  August  21. 1974, 
the  Burlington  Northern,  Inc.,  Chicago, 
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Milwaukee.  St.  Paul  <i  Pacific  Railroad 
Ccxnpany,  and  the  Union  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road.  conunon  carriers  by  railroad,  oper¬ 
ating  within  the  State  of  Montana,  aver 
that  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Montana  has  refused  to  permit  increases 
in  intrastate  rates  and  charges  on 
freight  traffic  moving  between  points 
within  that  State  corresponding  to  in¬ 
creases  maintained  by  petitioners  on  like 
traffic  moving  in  Interstate  ccmimerce  as 
authorized  by  this  Commission  in  Ex 
Parte  No.  295,  Increased  Freight  Rates 
and  Charges.  1973,  Nationwide,  344 
I.C.C.  589,  tariff  X-301-E  pursuant  to 
Special  Permission  Order  No.  74-1825, 

Ex  Parte  No.  303,  Increased  Freight 
Rates  and  Charges,  197 i.  Nationwide, 
and  Ex  Parte  No.  305,  Nationwide  In¬ 
crease  of  Ten  Percent  in  Freight  Rates 
and  Charges; 

It  appearing,  that  petitioners  allege 
that  increases  were  permitted  on  inter¬ 
state  rates  and  charges  because  of  reve¬ 
nue  needs,  and  result  in  rates  and 
charges  which  are  just  and  reasonable; 
that  Interstate  and  intrastate  traffic 
transported  by  petitioners  in  the  State 
of  Montana  is  commingled  and  handled 
in  the  same  trains;  that  revenue  needs 
with  respect  to  such  intrastate  commerce 
are  as  great  as  or  greater  than  they  are 
with  respect  to  Interstate  commerce; 
that  transportation  conditions  in  Mon¬ 
tana  are  no  different  than  those  with  re¬ 
spect  to  interstate  traffic;  that  the  find¬ 
ings  in  the  above-cited  report  that  the 
advances  in  rates  and  charges  were  nec¬ 
essary  on  interstate  commerce  are 
equally  applicable  to  the  rates  and 
charges  on  Montana  intrastate  traffic; 
that  as  a  result  of  the  denial  of  the  in¬ 
creases  on  Montana  intrastate  traffic, 
the  rates  and  charges  on  such  traffic  are 
and  for  the  future  vdll  be  unjustly  and 
imreasonably  low,  do  not  produce  a  fair 
share  of  the  revenues  required  by  the 
petitioners  to  meet  their  maintenance 
and  operating  costs,  nor  yield  a  fair  re¬ 
turn  on  the  value  of  the  properties  de¬ 
voted  to  transportation,  and  do  not  con¬ 
tribute  fairly  and  fully  to  the  need  in  the 
public  Interest  of  adequate  and  efficient 
transportation  service;  and  that  the  in¬ 
creases  sought  herein,  when  applied  to 
intrastate  rates  and  charges,  will  result 
in  intrastate  rates  and  charges  which  are 
just  amd  reasonable  and  which  will  pro¬ 
duce  substantial  revenue; 

It  further  appearing,  that  petitioners 
further  allege  that  the  disparity  in  the 
level  of  the  rates  and  charges  between 
interstate  and  intrastate  conunerce 
within  the  State  of  Montana  caused  by 
the  failure  of  the  intrastate  rates  and 
charges  to  bear  the  increases  borne  by 
the  interstate  rates  and  changes,  results 
in  imdue,  unreason£d>le,  and  unjust  dis¬ 
crimination  against,  and  an  undue  bur¬ 
den  on.  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
and  causes  an  xmdue  and  unreasonable 
advantage  and  preference  in  favor  of 
persons  and  localities  using  the  intra¬ 
state  level  of  rates  and  charges  within 
the  State  of  Montana  and  against  per¬ 
sons  engaged  in  Interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  moving  to,  from,  or  through 
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the  State  of  Montana;  and  that,  there¬ 
fore,  the  petitioners  request  an  investi¬ 
gation,  under  secttons  13  and  15a  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  of  the  Mon¬ 
tana  intrastate  rates  and  charges,  and 
the  issuance  of  an  order  requiring  the 
removal  of  the  unlawfulness; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Montana,  the 
Montana  Consumer  Coimcil,  and  the 
Montana  Department  of  Agriculture 
have  filed  replies  to  the  petition,  request¬ 
ing  that  the  petition  before  the  Inter¬ 
state  Conunerce  Commission  be  dis¬ 
missed  as  premature  because:  (1)  the 
petitioners  have  now  withdrawn  their 
petitions  before  the  Montana  Commis¬ 
sion  seeking  the  application  of  the  tariff 
X-301,  and  Ex  Parte  Nos.  303,  and  305 
rate  increases  to  the  intrastate  rates, 
and  (2)  the  only  Ex  Parte  No.  295  rate 
increases  sought  by  petitioners  and  actu¬ 
ally  denied  by  the  Montaim  Conunission 
apply  on  whole  grains  and  wood  chips. 

It  further  appearing,  that  this  Com¬ 
mission  has  authority  imder  section 
13(4)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
to  Institute  and  proceed  with  an  investi¬ 
gation  into  intrastate  rates  regardless 
of  prior  consideration,  o'r  pendency  of 
consideration,  by  a  State  agency,  see  In¬ 
trastate  Freight  Rates  and  Charges,  1969, 
339  I.C.C.  670  (1971),  affm’d  sub  nom. 
State  of  N.C.  Ex  Rel.  North  Carolina 
Utilities  Com’n.  v.  I.C.C.  347  P.  Supp. 
103  (1972),  affm’d  sub  nom.  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Utilities  Commission  et  al.  v.  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  et  al.  410 
U.S.  919  (1973) ; 

It  further  appearing,  that  petitioners 
request  the  severance  of  their  allegation 
concerning  the  tariff  X-301  fuel  cost 
surcharge  for  immediate  action  by  this 
Commission  pursuant  to  special  niles  of 
procediue; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Public 
Service  CTfunmission  of  Montana,  and  the 
two  United  States  Senators  frcmi  Mon¬ 
tana,  have  filed  replies  to  the  petition 
in  which  they  oppose  the  severance  of 
the  allegation  concerning  the  fuel  cost 
surcharge,  and  that  instead  they  request 
a  full  hearing  of  this  matter; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  sections  13(3)  and  13(4)  require 
an  investigation  and  "full  hearing"  when 
the  carrier  concerned  has  filed  a  petition 
bringing  in  issue  any  rate,  fare,  charge, 
classification,  regulation  or  practice 
made  or  imposed  by  authority  of  any 
State; 

And  It  further  appearing,  that  there 
have  been  brought  in  issue  by  the  said 
petition  matters  sufficient  to  require  an 
investigation  into  the  lawfulness  of  intra¬ 
state  rates  and  charges  made  or  imposed 
by  the  State  of  Montana; 

Wherefore,  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  petitioners’  request 
to  sever  the  allegation  concerning  the 
fuel  cost  surcharge  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
denied. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  peti¬ 
tion  be,  and  it  is  hereby  granted,  and 
that  an  Investigation  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
instituted  under  sections  13  and  15a  of 


the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  said  rates  and  charges 
of  carriers  by  railroad,  or  ariy  of  them, 
operating  in  the  State  of  Montana,  for 
the  intrastate  transportation  of  freight 
traffic  made  or  imposed  by  the  State  of 
Montana  cause  or  will  cause,  by  reason 
of  the  failure  of  such  rates  and  charges 
to  include  increases  corresponding  to 
those  permitted  by  this  Commission  for 
Interstate  transportation  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
295,  Increased  Freight  Rates  and 
Charges,  1973.  Nationwide.  344  I.C.C.  589, 
tariff  X-301-D  (but  not.  X-301-E)  piu- 
suant  to  Special  Permission  Order  No. 
74-1825  (now  Included  in  tables  3  and 
3-G  in  tariff  X-305-A),  Ex  Parte  No. 
303,  Increased  Freight  Rates  and 
Charges,  1974,  Nationwide,  including 
both  interim  and  permanently  author¬ 
ized  rate  increases,  and  Ex  Parte  No.  305, 
Nationwide  Increase  of  Ten  Percent  in 
Freight  Rates  and  Charges,  supra,  any 
xmdue  or  imreasonable  advantage,  pref¬ 
erence,  or  prejudice,  as  between  persons 
or  locations  in  intrastate  commerce,  on 
the  one  handrand  those  in  Interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  on  the  other,  or  any 
xmdue,  unreasonable,  or  xmjxist  discrim¬ 
ination  against,  or  xmdue  burden  on,  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce;  and  to 
determine  what  rates  and  charges,  if  any, 
or  what  maximxun,  or  minimum,  or 
maximum  and  minimum  rates  and 
charges  shall  be  prescribed  to  remove  the 
unlawfxd  advantage,  preference,  dis¬ 
crimination,  or  xmdue  burden,  if  any, 
that  may  be  foxmd  to  exist. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  carriers 
by  railroad  operating  within  the  State  of 
Montana,  subject  to  the  jxirlsdlctlon  of 
this  Commission,  be,  and  they  are  hereby, 
made  respondents  to  this  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  persons 
who  wish  actively  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding  and  to  file  and  receive  copies 
of  pleadings  shall  make  known  that  fact 
by  notifying  the  Office  of  Proceedings, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  in 
writing,  on  or  before  December  27,  1974. 
Although  individual  participation  is  not 
precluded,  to  conserve  time  and  to  avoid 
unnecessary  expense,  persons  having 
common  Interests  shoxild  endeavor  to 
consolidate  their  presentations  to  the 
greatest  extent  possible.  The  Commission 
desires  participation  only  of  those  who 
Intend  to  take  an  active  part  in  the 
proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  the  date  for  indicating 
a  desire  to  participate  in  the  proceeding 
has  passed,  the  Commission  will  serve 
a  list  of  the  names  and  addresses  of  all 
persons  upon  whom  service  of  all  plead¬ 
ings  must  be  made. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  be  served  upon  each  of  the  said 
petitioners;  and  that  the  State  of  Mon¬ 
tana  be  notified  of  the  proceeding  by 
sending  copies  of  this  order  and  of  said 
petition  by  certified  mall  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  Montana,  Helena.  Mont.,  and 
to  the  Pxiblic  Service  Cxunmlssion 
Montana  at  Helena;  and  that  fxuiher 
notice  of  this  proceeding  be  ^ven  to  the 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this  order 
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In  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C^  and  by  fil¬ 
ing  a  copy  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  be  assigned  lor  hearing  ae 
may  hereafter  be  designated. 

This  is  not  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 


No.  MC-FC-75561.  By  application  filed 
Novonber  20,  1974,  REBER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  2216  Old  Arch  Rd.,  Norris¬ 
town,  PA  19401,  seeks  temporary  au¬ 
thority  to  lease  the  cgierating  rights  of 
MATERIALS  TRANSPORT  SERVICE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  33,  Northampton,  PA 
18067,  under  section  210a(b) .  The  trans¬ 
fer  to  REBER  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  of 


comments,  in  writing,  on  any  matter  or 
issue  disc\issed  or  raised  in  USRA’s  an¬ 
nual  or  supplemoital  r^x>rt.  Such  com¬ 
ments  must  be  recrived  no  later  than  De¬ 
cember  31, 1974,  in  order  to  be  considered 
by  RSPO  in  preparing  its  own  ccwn- 
ments. 

Copies  of  all  comments  received  will 
he  forwarded  to  USRA  for  its  etmsidara- 


human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  tile  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretara. 

[FB  £>00.74-28233  FUeU  12-a-74;8:45  am] 


the  bperatlng  rights  of  MATERIALS 
TRANSPORT  SERVICE.  INC.,  is  pres¬ 
ently  pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-28236  Filed  12-2-74:8:46  am] 


[Notice  No.  196] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

November  27, 1974. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b)  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  transfer  application  under 
section  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49 
CFR  Part  1132: 


[Notice  21] 

TEMPORARY  AUTHORITY  TERMINATION 

The  temporary  authorities  granted  in 
the  dockets  listed  below  have  expired 
as  a  result  of  final  action  either  grant¬ 
ing  or  denying  the  issuance  of  a  Certifi¬ 
cate  or  Permit  in  a  corresponding  ap¬ 
plication  for  permanent  authority,  on 
the  date  indicated  below: 


Temporary  autbority  applicstl<« 

Final  action  or 
certificate  at  permit 

Date  of 
action 

L.  J.  Beal  *  8<m,  Ine..  MO-113009  Sub-7 . — .  - . 

....  MC-I1300B  Sub-8 . 

_ _ MC-113267  Sub-276  _ 

Feb.  4,1974 
Feb.  23,1974 

Erickson  Transport  Cotp.,  MC-li3906’ Sub-227 _ _ 

Cedar  Rairids  Steel  lYansportatioa,  Inc.,  MC-114273  Sub-tS5 _ _ 

_ _ MC-113908  Sub  242 _ 

....  MO-114273  8ub-137 _ 

_ _ MC-114533  8ub-288. _ 

Feb.  4,1974 
Feb.  6, 1974 
Feb.  1,1974 

Wynne  Transpwt  Service,  Inc.,  MC-114725  Sab-50 - - - 

rierl  Riihler  Tmolring,  Inc  ,  Rnh-234  _ - _ 

_ _ MC-114725  Sub-62 _ 

....  MC-116763  Sub235.. 

Do. 

Mar.  7,1974 

Wdfin  Hhaw  HViwjmT  MC-n'VllO  Snh-MM  .  _ 

_ MC-117118  Sub-471. _ 

Feb.  22,1974 

Motor  Service  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-n7665  Sub-64 _ — - 

_ MC-117566  Sub-74 _ 

_ MC-117686  Sub-139. _ 

Mar.  Ii;i074 
Feb.  20,1974 

. MC-118318  8ub-25 . 

Feb.  15,1974 

. MC-1186S6  8ub-14.. _ 

Feb.  28,1974 
Feb.  4,1974 

. MC-118959  8ub-105.... 

. MC-119489  8ub-14 

Mar.  7,1974 
Feb.  25,1974 
Mar.  7,1974 
Do. 

Barrett  Mobile  Home  IVanspoft,  Inc.,  MC-119522  ^b-23 _ 

. MC-119622  Bub-24. _ 

_ MC-1195e7  8ub-14....- 

_ MC-llSTRfi  8ub-157  ... 

TmAkTnp  Co  Tnc",  Mr,-llfl917  Slih^lS 

MC-119917  8ub-33... 

Feb.  97,1974 

_ MC-123061  8ub-64 _ 

Mar.  1211974 

MC-123238  Bub-47 _ 

.  Mw.  11,1974 
.  Feb.  15,1974 
.  Mar.  11,1974 
Mar;  13,1974 

n’ ITAlUy  fviA  Rnh-ia  .  _ 

MC-123392  Sub46 _ 

W  &  L  Motor  Llnos,’lno.,  MC-123872  Sub-5 . 

. MC-123872  Bub-10 _ 

. MC-116077  8ub-845.... 

AuA.iL  Luther  Moving  &  Storage  Co.,  Inc.,  MC- 136680  Sub-1.. . 

_ MC-136680  8ub-2. . 

Sept.  20,1974 

[seal] 


Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 


[FB  Doc.74-28229  Filed  12-2-74:8:46  am] 


UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY  ASSOCIATION 

Public  Comments  on  Annual  Report 

On  November  13,  1974,  the  United 
States  Railway  Association  (“USRA'’), 
Issued  its  first  annual  report  describing 
its  activities  between  its  incorporation 
on  February  1,  1974,  through  July  30, 
1974,  under  the  Regional  Rail  Reorga¬ 
nization  Act  of  1973,  Public  Law  93-236, 
87  Stat.  987  (the  “Act”) .  Accompamdng 
the  annual  report  was  a  supplemental 
report  of  USRA’s 
October  1974. 

Included  in  USRA’s  supplemental  re¬ 
port  are  discussions  of  a  number  of 
issues  which  are  basic  to  the  canylng 
out  of  its  responsibility  under  the  Act  to 
Issue  a  preliminary  and  a  final  system 
plan  for  the  restructuring  of  rail  serv¬ 
ices  performed  by  railroads  in  reorga¬ 


nization  operating  in  the  northeast  and 
midwest  region  of  the  United  States. 
Among  other  things,  the  report  discusses 
certain  “strategic  options”  which  USRA 
has  imder  study  in  its  consideration  of 
the  basic  structure  which  the  reorga¬ 
nized  railroad  system  might  take;  the 
role  of  competition  in  developing  that 
industry  structure;  and  the  procedure 
which  USRA  is  following  for  determin¬ 
ing  which  branch  lines  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  restructured  system. 

The  Rail  Services  Planning  Office 
(“RSPO”),  under  section  205(d)(1)  (rf 
the  Act,  is  required  to  “solicit,  study, 
and  evaluate  the  views  with  respect  to 


comments  on  the  principal  Issues  raised 
in  USRA’s  annual  and  supplemental  re¬ 
ports. 


tion  and  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Rail  Services  Planning 
Office,  1900  L  Street,  NW.,  Washlngtim, 
D.C. 

Persons  submitting  comments  are  re¬ 
quested  to  supply  three  ccHiles,  and  to 
mall  their  comments  so  that  they  will 
reach  RSPO  on  or  before  Decemb^  31,  " 
1974.  Comments  should.be  directed  to: 

Ball  Services  Planning  Office 
Interstate  Ck>mmeroe  Conunlsslon 
Washington,  D.C.  20423 

A  limited  number  of  copies  of  USRA’s 
annual  and  supplemental  reports  are 
still  available  and  may  be  obtained  from 
RSPO.  Copies  may  also  be  requested 
directly  from  USRA.  2100  Second  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20595. 

Dated:  November  26, 1974. 

George  M.  Chandler, 
Director. 

[FB  Doc.74-28221  Filed  13-2-74:8:46  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Applicatfons 
November  27, 1974. 

The  following  applications  to  eliminate 
gateways  for  the  purpose  of  reducing 
highway  congestion,  alleviating  air  and 
noise  pollution,  miiiimlzing  safety  haz¬ 
ards.  and  conserving  fuel  have  been  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  under  the  Ccanmlsslon’s  Gateway 
Elimination  Rules  (49  CFR  1065(d)  (2) ) , 
and  notice  thereof  to  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  is  hereby  given  as  provided  in  such 
rules. 

Carriers  having  a  genuine  interest  in 
an  application  may  file  an  original  and 
three  copies  of  verified  statements  in 
opposition  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  on  or  before  January 
2,  1975.  (This  procediue  Is  outlined  in 
the  CtHnmlsslon’s  report  and  order  in 
Gateway  Elimination,  119  M.C.C.  530.) 
A  copy  of  the  verified  statement  in  op¬ 
position  must  also  be  served  upon  appli¬ 
cant  or  its  named  representative.  The 
verified  statement  should  contain  all  the 
evidence  upon  which  protestant  relies  in 
the  application  proceeding,  including  a 
detailed  statement  of  Protestant’s  inter¬ 
est  in  the  proposal. 

No.  MC  102817  (Sub-No.  20G)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  June  3,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  Nov»nber  7,  1974. 
Applicant:  PERKINS  FURNITURE 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  24335, 
5034  Lafayette  Road,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46254.  Api^cant’s  representative:  Robert 
W.  Loser,  1009  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
Ind.  46204.  Authortty 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


In  order  to  assist  it  in  xureparing  those 
comments,  RSPO  invites  an  interested  Indlansq>oUs, 
persons  wishing  to  do  so  to  submit  their 


present  and  future  rail  service  needs  of 
activities  through  the  region”  of  public  officials,  users  of 
rail  service,  and  the  public  generally. 
RSPO  intends  to  submit  to  USRA  its 
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by  motor  vehicle.  ov»  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (3)  New  furniture,  crated 
or  uncrated,  and  store  and  office  fixtures, 
crated,  from  points  in  Kentucky  to  points 
in  Illinois.  Missoiul.  Michigan,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvaiiia.  West  Virginia.  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Connecticut,  and  the  District 
of  Coliimbia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  at  Batesville, 
Tell  City,  Delphi,  Peru,  Huntingbiirg, 
Jasper,  Richmond,  Evansville,  and  War¬ 
saw,  Ind.  The  purpose  of  this  partial  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  clarify  the  commodities. 
The  remainder  of  this  application  re¬ 
mains  as  previously  published. 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 
Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
November  27, 1974. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gatewajrs  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion,  sd- 
levlating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Cmnmission  imder  the  C(»n- 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules  (49 
CFR  1065(a)),  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Ccmunis- 
sion  within  10  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication.  A  copy  must  also  be  served 
upon  applicant  or  its  representative.  Pro¬ 
tests  against  the  elimination  of  a  gate¬ 
way  will  not  operate  to  stay  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  imder  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Prot^ts,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub-No.  E58)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  July  4, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  October  16,  1974.  Ap- 
pUcant:  JENKINS  TRUCK  LINE,  INC., 
Rural  Route  3,  Box  697,  Jeffersonville, 
Ind.  47130.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bob  Jenkins  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distri¬ 
buted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides,  skins,  and  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  Nampa,  Ind.,  to  the  plant 
site  of  Armour-Dial  at  Fort  Madison, 
Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  correct  a  typographical  error. 

No.  MC  63417  (Sub-No.  E41),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814  Hol¬ 
lins  Rd.  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Nancy  Pyeatt,  1030 
15th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  New  furniture,  (1) 
from  points  in  N(Hi;h  Carolina  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  21  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky  and  Michi¬ 
gan;  (2)  from  points  in  North  Carolina 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  501  to 
jimction  North  Carolina  Highway  55, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway  55 
to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  421,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  421  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean,  to  points  in  Tennessee;  (3)  from 
Burlington,  Fayetteville,  Greensboro, 
Pleasant  Garden,  Sanford,  and  West 
End,  to  points  in  Tennessee  (except 
points  in  Carter,  Johnson,  Unicoi,  and 
Washington  Counties.) ;  (4)  from  High 
Point,  Kemersville,  Lexington,  Lumber- 
ton,  Thomasville,  Welcome,  and  Win¬ 
ston-Salem,  to  points  in  Tennessee  on 
and  west  of  Teimessee  Highway  56.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Stanleytown,  Va. 

No.  MC  65112  (Sub-No.  E39),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  FOGARTY 
BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  1103  Chunber- 
land  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  3402,  Tampa, 
Fla.  33601.  .^plicant’s  representative: 
’Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  Todd,  Dillon  and 
Sullivan,  Federal  Bar  Bldg.  West,  1819  H 
St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  New  Jersey,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Texas  (except 
points  in  that  part  of  Texas  in  and  north 
of  Parmer,  Castro,  Swisher,  Briscoe,  Hall 
and  Childress  Counties) .  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Florida. 

No.  MC  65112  (Sub-No.  E40),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  AppUcant:  FOGARTY 
BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  1103  Cumber¬ 
land  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  3402,  Tampa, 
Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  Todd,  Dillon  and 
Sullivan,  Federal  Bar  Bldg.  West, 
1819  H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  D^e,  Walker,  Catoosa, 
Floyd,  Chattooga,  ciordon,  Whitfield, 
Murray,  Fannin,  Gilmer,  Pickens,  Daw¬ 
son,  Lumpkin,  Union,  Towns,  White, 
Hall,  Rabun,  Habersham,  Stephens, 
Franklin,  Hart,  and  Banks  Counties,  Ga., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Texas  in  and  south 
of  Jefferson,  Orange,  Newton,  Sabine, 
San  Augustine,  Nacogdoches,  Angelina, 
Houston,  Leon,  Freestone,  Limestone, 
Hill,  Bosiiue,  Hamilton,  Comanche,  East- 
land,  Stephens,  Shackelford,  Haskell, 
King,  Dickens,  Floyd,  Hale,  Lamb  and 
Bailey  Counties.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points 
in  Florida. 


No.  MC  65112  .(Sub-No.  E41),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  FOGARTY 
BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  1103  Cumber¬ 
land  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  3402,  Tampa, 
Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  Todd,  Dillon  and 
Sullivan,  Federal  Bar  Bldg.  West,  1819 
H  St.  NW.,  Washii^ton,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting.:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Columbus,  Brunswick,  New  Han¬ 
over,  Pender,  and  Onslow  Counties,  N.C., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Oklahoma,  points  in  that  part  of  Ar¬ 
kansas  in  and  south  of  Scott,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Garland,  Hot  Springs,  Grant, 
Jefferson,  Arkansas  and  Desha  Counties, 
and  points  in  Colorado  (except  points  in 
Kit  Carson  County) .  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Florida  and  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  65112  (Sub-No.  E42),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  FOGARTY 
BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  1103  Cumber¬ 
land  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  3402,  Tampa, 
Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  Todd,  Dillon  and 
Sullivan,  Federal  Bar  Bldg.  West,  1819 
H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  (1)  between 
points  in  Arkansas  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Covington,  Cof¬ 
fee,  Dale,  Henry,  Geneva  and  Houston 
Counties,  Ala.,  and  (2)  between  points  in 
Butler,  Crenshaw,  Pike  and  Barbour 
Counties,  Ala.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Ar¬ 
kansas  on  and  west  of  Union,  Calhoun, 
Dallas,  Grant,  Pulaski,  Perry,  Conway, 
Pope,  Johnson,  Madison  and  Renton 
Counties,  Ark.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Florida. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
May  25,  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  Weeks  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Com¬ 
modities,  the  transportation  of  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment  (except  boats) ,  and 
related  machinery  parts  arid  related  con¬ 
tractors’  materials  arid  supplies  when 
their  transportation  is  incidental  to  the 
transportation  by  said  carrier  of  commo¬ 
dities  which,  by  reason  of  size  or  weight, 
require  special  equipment;  and  (2)  Self- 
propelled  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  restricted  to  commod¬ 
ities  which  are  transported  on  trailers, 
between  points  in  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Colorado  on 
and  west  of  Interstate  Highway  24  (U.S. 
Highway  87),  from  the  Colorado-Wyo- 
mlng  State  line  to  Pueblo,  Colo.,  thence 
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points  on  and  north  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  50  between  Pueblo  and  the  in¬ 
tersection  of  U.S.  Highway  50  and  U.S. 
Highway  285,  thence  points  on  and  north 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  285  from  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  285  and  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  285  and  U.S.  Highway  160,  thence 
points  on  and  north  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  160  from  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  160  and  U.S.  Highway  285  to 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  160  and 
U.S.  Highway  550,  thence  points  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  550  from  the  jvmc- 
tion  of  U'S.  Highway  550  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  160  to  the  Colorado-New  Mexico 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in  Utah 
and  Wyoming.  . 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  panels,  from  Corpm  CThristi,  Gal¬ 
veston,  and  Houston,  Tex.,  to  all  points 
in  the  states  of  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
District  of  Columbia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Pine  Bluff,  Ark. 

No.  MC  82539  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  AppUcant:  C  &  H  TRANS- 
PORTA'nON  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Wiley  C.  Willingham  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Prefdbri- 
cated  iron  and  steel  products  and  iron 
and  steel  pipe,  from  Corpus  Chrlstl, 
Galveston,  and  Houston,  Texas,  to  points 
in  Arizona.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
New  Mexico. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E17),  filed 
May  31.  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRANS- 
PORTA'nON  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Kenneth  Weeks  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Com¬ 
modifies,  the  transportation  of  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the 
use  of  special  equipment  and  related  ma¬ 
chinery  parts  and  related  contractors’ 
materials  and  supplies  when  their  trans¬ 
portation  is  incidental  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  by  the  carrier  of  commodities  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  and  (2)  Self- 
propelled  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 
poimds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  restricted  to  commod¬ 


ities  which  are  transported  on  trailers, 
between  Nashville.  Term.,  and  points  in 
Tennessee  within  50  miles  of  Nashville, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Indiana.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Kentucky. 

No.  MC  83835  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  WALES 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6186,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  A.  Cunningham 
(Same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Contractors’  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  which,  because  of  their  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  and  related  parts  when  their  trans¬ 
portation  is  incidental  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  commodities,  which  by  reason  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  except  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in.  or 
in  connection  with,  the  discovery,  de¬ 
velopment,  production,  refining,  manu¬ 
facture,  processing,  storage,  transmis¬ 
sion,  and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products,  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with 
the  construction,  operation,  repair,  serv¬ 
icing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling  of 
pipelines,  including  the  stringing  and 
picking  up  thereof ;  and  contractors’ 
machinery  and  equipment  which  are 
self-propelled  articles,  each  weighing 
15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  related  ma¬ 
chinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies  mov¬ 
ing  in  connection  therewith  (restricted 
to  those  commodities  which  are  trans¬ 
ported  in  trailers) ;  (A)  between  points 
in  Indiana,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  71;  (B)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Mlssouri-Arkansas  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  its  junction 
with  Arkansas  Highway  7,  thence  along 
Arkansas  Highway  7  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  67  to  its  junction  with  Arkansas 
Highway  53,  ^ence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  53  to  its  junction  with  Arkansas 
Highway  24,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  24  to  its  jimction  with  U.S. 
Highway  79,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
79  to  the  Arkansas-Lotiisiana  State  line, 
on  the  (me  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Indiana  on  and 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  74. 

(C)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
Arkansas  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Missourl-Arkansas  State  line, 
thence  sdong  U.S.  Highway  65  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Arkansas  Highway  9,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  9  to  its  jimction 
with  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  79  to  its  junction  with  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  7,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  7  to  its  jimction  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167 
to  the  Arkansas-Louislana  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  Indiana  on  and  north  of 


a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Blinois 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24 
to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  35, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  UB.  Highway  31.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  31  to  its  junction  with  In¬ 
diana  Highway  28,  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  28  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  35,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
35  to  the  Indlana-Ohio  State  line,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
iron  and  steel  articles,  but  not  mining 
and  contractors’  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment  originating  at  (mints  in  Indiana 
which  are  within  the  Chicago,  Ill.,  C?om- 
mercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  and  IlUnois. 

No.  MC  83835  (Sub-No.  E3)  filed 
May  14  1974.  Applicant:  WALES 

TRANSPORTATTON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6186,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  AimUcant’s 
representative:  William  A.  Cunningham 
(Same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Contractors’  machinery, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  when  (a) 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
struction,  operatl<m,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance,  and  dismantling  of  pipe¬ 
lines,  other  than  pipelines  used  for  the 
transportation  of  natural  gas,  petro¬ 
leum,  their  products  and  by-products, 
water,  or  sewage,  restrict^  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  moving  to 
or  from  pipeline  rights  of  way.  (b)  used 
in,  or  in  connection  with  (1)  the  trans¬ 
portation,  installation,  removal,  op¬ 
eration,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance, 
and  dismantling  of  drilling  machinery 
and  equipment,  (2)  the  completion  of 
holes  or  wells  drilled,  (3)  the  produc¬ 
tion,  storage,  and  transmission  of 
commodities  resulting  from  drilling 
operations  at  well  or  hole  site  and 
(4)  the  lnjectl(Hi  or  removal  of  com¬ 
modities  Into  or  from  holes  or  wells, 
(c)  used  In,  or  in  connection  with  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  pr(x:essing,  stora.ge, 
transmission  and  distribution  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  their  by-products,  (a)  between 
points  in  Wisconsin,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  New 
Mexico,  and  Texas:  (b)  between 
points  in  Michigan,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Arkansas. 
Louisiana,  and  Mexico:  (c)  between 
points  In  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  219,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  In  Wisconsin  (d) 
between  points  In  Colorado,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  In  that 
part  of  Wiscimsin  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wisconsln-Iowa  State 
line,  thence  along  Wisccmsin  Highway 
60  to  Its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  14, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  14  to  Ita 
junction  with  U.S.  154,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  154  to  Its  junction  with 
Wisconsin  Highway  33,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  33  to  its  junction 
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with  Interstate  Highway  90,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  90  to  its 
Jimction  with  Wlsc<»isin  Highway  13, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  13 
to  its  Junction  with  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  97,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
97  to  its  Junction  with  Wisconsin 
Highway  153,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  153  to  its  Junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  45,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45  to  its  Junction  with  Wisconsin 
Highway  52,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  52  to  its  Junction  with 
Wisconsin  Highway  32,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  32  to  its  Junction 
with  Wisconsin  Highway  139,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  139  to  its  Junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  8,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  8  to  its  Junction  with  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  101,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  101  to  its  Junction  with 
Wisconsin  Highway  70,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  70  to  the  Wisconsin- 
Michigan  State  line : 

(e)  Between  points  in  Wyoming  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Wyoming-Montana  State  line,  thence 
al<xig  U.S.  Highway  120  to  its  Junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  26,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  26  to  the  Wyo- 
mlng-Nebraska  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Wisconsin-Ibfinnesota  State 
line,  thence  altmg  Interstate  Highway 
90  to  its  Jimction  with  UB.  Highway  53, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  53  to 
its  Junction  with  Wisconsin  Highway  27, 
thence  alcmg  Wisconsin  Highway  27 
to  its  Junction  with  Wisccmsin  High¬ 
way  29,  thence  along  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  29  to  its  Juncticm  with  Wisconsin 
Highway  13.  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  13  to  its  Junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  70.  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  70  to  its  Junction  with  UB. 
Highway  45,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45  to  the  Wisconsin-Mlchlgan 
State  line:  (f)  between  points  in  South 
Dakota  on  and  east  of  the  South  Dakota- 
North  Dakota  State  line,  thence  along 
UB.  Hlediway  12  to  its  Junction  with 
UB.  Highway  281,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  281  to  its  Jimction  with 
U.S.  Highway  212,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  212  to  its  Junction  with  UB. 
Highway  81,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  81  to  its  Junction  with  UB.  High¬ 
way  77,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
77  to  the  South  Dakota-Iowa  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
pctots  in  that  part  of  Wisconsin  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Wls- 
consin-Iowa  State  line,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  18  to  its  Jimcticm  with  U.S. 
Highway  151,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  151  to  its  Junction  with  Wisconsin 
Highway  23,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  23  to  Lake  Michigan;  (g)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Montana,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Wisconsin  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wlsconsln-Iowa  State 
line,  thence  along  Wisccmsin  Highway  60 
to  its  Junction  with  Wisconsin  Highway 
80,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  80  to 
Its  Junction  with  UB.  Highway  14,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  14  to  its  Jimcticxi 


with  Wisconsin  Highway  58,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  58  to  its  Jimction 
with  Wisconsin  Highway  154,  thence 
al(xig  Wlsccmsin  Highway  154  to  its  Junc¬ 
tion  with  Wisconsin  Highway  33,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  33  to  its  Junc¬ 
tion  with  UB.  Highway  12,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  12  to  its  Junction  with 
Wisconsin  Highway  23,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  23  to  its  Junction 
with  Wisconsin  Highway  26,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  26  to  its  Junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  Green  Bay : 

(h)  Between  points  in  that  i^rt  of 
Montana  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  tile  Montana-Wyoming  State  line, 
thence  alcmg  U.S.  Highway  212  to  its 
Junction  with  Montana  Highway  315, 
thence  along  Montana  Highway  315  to  its 
Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  its  Junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  12,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  12  to  Musselshell  River,  thence 
along  Musselshell  River  to  its  intersection 
with  the  Missouri  River,  thence  along  the 
Missouri  River  to  its  intersection  with 
the  Montana  Highway  24.  tiience  along 
Montana  Highway  24  to  its  Junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  2,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  2  to  its  Junction  with  Montana 
Highway  232,  thence  along  Montana 
Highway  232  to  the  UB.-Canada  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Wisconsin  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Wisconsin-Minnesota  State 
line,  th^ce  along  Interstate  Highway  90 
to  its  Jimction  with  Wisconsin  Highway 
21,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  21 
to  its  junction  with  Wisconsin  Highway 
173,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
173  to  its  Junction  with  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  73.  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
73  to  its  Junction  with  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  13,  thence  along  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  13  to  its  Junction  with  Wisconsin 
Highway  54,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  54  to  Its  Junction  with  UB. 
Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
51  to  its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway 
10,  thence  along  U.S.  Hlcdiway  10  to  its 
Junction  with  Wisconsin  Highway  161, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Hie^way  161  to 
its  Junction  with  Wisconsin  Highway  22. 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  22  to 
its  Junction  with  UB.  Highway  41,  thence 
along  U.S.  Hlghwi^  41  to  the  Wisconsin- 
Michigan  State  line:  (1)  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Wisconsin  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Wisconsin- 
Hlinois  State  line,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90  to  its  Junction  with 
Interstate  Highway  94,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  94  to  its  Jimction  with 
Wisconsin  Highway  26,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  26  to  its  Junction 
with  UB.  Highway  16.  thence  along  U.S. 
Hi^way  16  to  Lake  Michigan,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Minnesota  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Minnesota-Iowa 
State  line,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
75  to  its  Junction  with  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  210,  thence  along  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  210  to  its  Junction  with  UB.  High¬ 
way  59,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  59 
to  its  Jimction  with  Minnesota  Highway 


34.  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  34 
to  its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  71. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  UB.  Highway  2,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  2  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  59,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
59  to  the  U.S.-Canada  International 
Boundary  line: 

(j)  Between  points  in  Wyoming,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  Michigan  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  41 :  (k)  between  points 
in  Michigan,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  Wyoming  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  thp  Wyo- 
ming-Nebraska  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  26  to  its  junction  with 
Interstate  Highway  25,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  25  to  its  Junction  with 
Wyoming  Highway  220,  thence  along 
Wyoming  Highway  220  to  its  Junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  287,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  287  to  its  Junction  with  Wyo¬ 
ming  Highway  28,  thence  along  Wyoming 
Highway  28  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  187,  thence  along  U.S.  High-  , 
way  187  to  its  junction  with  UB.  High¬ 
way  26,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  26 
to  the  Wyoming-Iowa  State  line:  (1)  < 
between  points  in  South  Dakota,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Michigan  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  Lake  Michigan,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  201  to  its  Junction 
with  Michigan  Highway  22,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  22  to  its  Junction  with 
Michigan  Highway  37,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  37  to  its  Junction  with 
Michigan  Highway  113,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  113  to  its  Junction 
with  UB.  Highway  131,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  131  to  its  Jimction  with  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  55,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  55  to  its  Junction  with  Lake 
Huron:  (m)  between  Joints  in  Michigan 
(except  points  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Mich¬ 
igan),  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  South  Dakota 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
South  Dakota-Miimesota  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  14  to  its  Junc¬ 
tion  with  South  Dakota  Highway  34, 
thence  along  South  Dakota  Highway  34 
to  its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  212, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  212  to  the 
South  Dakota-Wyomlng  State  line,  and, 
points  in  that  part  of  Montana  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mon¬ 
tana-Wyoming  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  212  to  its  Junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  10.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway 
287,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to 
its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  12,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  its  Junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  10  to  the  Montana- 
Idaho  State  line,  and  points  in  Iowa: 

(n)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
Michigan  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Lake  Michigan,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  10  to  its  Junction  with 
Michigan  Highway  37,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  37  to  its  Junction  with 
Michigan  Highway  55,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  55  to  Lake  Huron,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
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In  that  part  of  Minnesota  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Wis- 
consln  State  line,  thence  along  nj3.  High¬ 
way  12  to  Its  Junction  with  n.S.  High¬ 
way  52.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to 
Its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  59  to  its  Junction 
with  UH.  Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S. 
Htgdiway  10  to  the  Minnesota-North 
Dakota  State  line:  (o)  between  points  in 
Michigan,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Kentucky 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Indiana-Kentucky  State  line,  thence 
along  Green  River  Parkway  to  its 
Junction  with  Interstate  Highway  65, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  65  to 
the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line,  and 
points  In  that  Iowa  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ulinois-Iowa  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
Its  Junction  with  Iowa  Highway  57, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  57  to  its 
Junction  with  Iowa  Highway  14,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  14  to  its  Junction 
with  n.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  the  lowa-Nebraska 
State  line:  (p)  between  points  In  Min¬ 
nesota,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  that  part  of  Michigan 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake 
Michigan,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  its  Junction  with  Michigan  High¬ 
way  66,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
66  to  Its  Junction  with  Michigan  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
20  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  27, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Michigan  Highway  46,  thence 
along  Michigan  Highway  46  to  Its  Jimc- 
tion  with  UH.  Highway  10,  thence  along 
U.S.  Ifflghway  10  to  Lake  Huron:  (q)  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Indiana,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Michigan  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  41:  (r)  between  points  in 
Michigan,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Indiana  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  41 : 

(s)  between  points  in  Michigan  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  that  part  of  Michigan  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Michigan, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  its 
Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  31,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Its  junction 
with  Michigan  Highway  72,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  72  to  Its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  131,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  131  to  its  Junction  with 
Michigan  Highway  32,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  32  to  Its  Junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  75,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  75  to  the 
Macklnaw-Mlchlgan  Bridge,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  that 
part  of  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  the 
Indiana-Kentuc^  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  150  to  Its  Junction 
with  Kentucky  Highway  55,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  55  to  Its  Junction 
with  UJ3.  Highway  68.  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  68  to  Its  Junction  with  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  80,  thence  along  Ken- 
tucl^  Highway  80  to  its  Junction  with 
n.S.  Highway  31.  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  31  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  line:  (t)  between  points  in  that 
part  of  Iowa  on  and  south  of  UJS.  High¬ 


way  20,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Wisconsin 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Wisconsin- Wisconsin  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  its  junction 
with  Wisconsin  Highway  17,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  17  to  its  Junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  its  jruiction  with 
Wisconsin  Highway  29,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  29  to  its  jimctlon 
with  Wisconsin  Highway  107,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  107  to  its  Jimc- 
tion  with  Wisconsin  Highway  153,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  153  to  its  jiuic- 
tion  with  Wisconsin  Highway  97,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  97  to  its  Jxmc- 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  10  to  its  Junction  with 
Wisconsin  Highway  13,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  13  to  its  Junction 
with  Wisconsin  Highway  80,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  80  to  its  Junc¬ 
tion  with  Wisconsin  Highway  173,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  173  to  its 
Jimction  with  Wisconsin  Highway  21, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  21  to 
Its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  12,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  Its  Junction 
with  Wisconsin  Highway  131,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  131  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  61  to  its  junction 
with  Wisconsin  Highway  171,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  171  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Wisconsin  Highway  27,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  27  to  the 
minols-Wisconsin  State  line: 

(u)  between  points  in  that  part  of 
Iowa  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  169  to  Iowa 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
9  to  its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  69, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  its 
Junction  with  Iowa  Highway  9,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  9  to  its  jvinction 
with  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  65  to  its  Junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  18,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
18  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  218, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  218  to  the 
lowa-Ulinois  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Wisconsin  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Wisconsin-Michigan  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  141  to 
its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  41, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  its 
junction  with  Wisconsin  Highway  26, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  26  to 
its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  15, 
thence  along  U.S.  Hlghw^  15  to  the 
Wlsconsin-minois  State  line:  (v)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Iowa  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Blinois  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  151  to 
its  Junction  with  Iowa  Highway  149, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  149  to  its 
Junction  with  Iowa  Highway  92.  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  92  to  its  Junc¬ 
tion  with  Iowa  Highway  137,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  137  to  its  Junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  34  to  its  Jimction  with  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35  to  its  Junction  with 
Iowa  Highway  2,  thence  along  Iowa 


Highway  2  to  its  Junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  169,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  169  to  the  lowa-Missouri  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Wisconsin  on  and 
east  of  the  Wisconsin-Michigan  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  its 
junction  with  Wisc(xisin  Hlc^way  27, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  27  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  53,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  53  to  the  Wlsconsln- 
Mlnnesota  State  line:  (w)  between 
points  in  Wisconsin,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Iowa  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  lowa-Ulinois  State  Une.  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  151  to  its  Junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  218,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  218  to  the  lowa-Missourl 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
Illinois. 

No.  MC  83835  (Sub-No.  E4).  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  WALES 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6186,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  A.  Cunningham 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sou^t  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (A)  Earth  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  and  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  supplies,  and  pipe  incidental 
to,  used  in,  or  in  connection  with  (a)  the 
transportation,  installatlcm,  removal, 
operation,  repair,  servicing,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  dismantling  of  drilling  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  (b)  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  holes  or  wells  drilled,  (c)  the  pro¬ 
duction,  storage,  and  transmission  of 
commodities  resulting  from  drilling  op¬ 
erations  at  well  or  hole  sites,  and  (d) 
the  injection  or  removal  of  commodities 
into  or  from  holes  or  wells:  and  (B) 
Machinery,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  or  in  connection  with 
the  construction,  operatimi,  repair,  serv¬ 
icing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling  of 
pipelines,  other  than  pipelines  used  for 
the  transmission  of  natural  gas,  petro¬ 
leum,  their  products  and  by-products, 
water,  or  sewerage,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  moving  to 
or  from  pipeline  rights-of-way,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Arkansas  (xi  and  west 
of  a  line  begging  at  the  Arkansas-Mis- 
souri  State  Une,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  65  to  its  Juncticm  with  Arkansas 
Highway  7.  thence  along  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  7  to  its  Junction  with  U.S.  Highway 
67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  its 
Junction  with  Arkansas  Highway  53, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  53  to 
its  junction  with  Arkansas  Highway  24, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  24  to  its 
juncticm  with  Arkansas  Highway  7, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  7  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  167,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  the  Arkansas- 
Louisiana  State  Une,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  north 
of  the  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- West 
Virginia  State  Une,  thence  along  Alter¬ 
nate  U.S.  Highway  50  to  its  Junction  with 
UB.  Highway  33,  thoice  along  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  its  Junction  with  UB. 
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Hlediway  22,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
22  to  its  jttnction  with  UJ3.  Highway  35, 
thence  along  UH.  Highway  35  to  Its 
Junction  with  Ohio  Highway  49,  thence 
along  (^o  mghway  49  to  its  junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  70,  thence 
along  interstate  Highway  70  to  the  In- 
diana-Ohio  State  line,  and  In  that  part 
of  West  Virginia  (m  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Uie  West  Virginla-Ohio 
State  line,  tiience  al(xig  U.S.  Highway  50 
to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  19, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  Its 
junction  with  UJ3.  Highway  33,  thence 
along  UJ3.  Highway  33  to  the  West  Vir¬ 
ginia- Virginia  State  line; 

(2)  Between  points  In  New  Mexico,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia;  (3)  between  points  in  Arkansas  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arkansas-Mlssouri  State  line,  thence 
along  UJ3.  Highway  65  to  its  junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  40,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  40  to  Its  jxmction 
with  UB.  Highway  65,  thence  along  U.8. 
Highway  65  to  Its  jimctlon  with  U.S. 
Highway  167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
167  to  the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake 
Erie,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  its 
Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence 
al(»g  U.S.  Highway  6  to  its  junction  with 
UB.  Highway  219,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  219  to  Its  junction  with  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  Its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  322,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  322  to  Its  jimctlon  with  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  283,  thence  along  Peim- 
sylvanla  Highway  283  to  Its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  Its  junction  with  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  41,  thence  along  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  41  to  the  Pennsyl- 
vania-Delaware  State  line,  and  In  that 
part  of  Michigan  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  U.S.-Canada  Interna¬ 
tional  Boimdary  line,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  21  to  its  jimction  with 
Michigan  Highway  78,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  78  to  Its  junction  with 
Interstate  Highway  96,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  96  to  Lake  Michigan; 

(4)  between  points  in  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Ar¬ 
kansas  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  71; 

(5)  between  points  In  Michigan,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Missouri 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65 
to  Its  junction  with  Arkansas  Highway 
7,  thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  7  to 
Its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  67,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  its  junction 
with  Arkansas  Highway  24,  thence  along 
Arkansas  Highway  24  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71  to  the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of  points  In  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  83835  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  WALES 

•  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 


6186,  Dallas,  Tex.  57222.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  A.  Cunningham 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Contractors*  machinery  and  equtp~ 
ment,  (1)  which  are  self-propelled 
articles,  each  weighing  15,000  pounds,  or 
more,  and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts 
and  supplies  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  and  (2)  which  are  used  In,  or  In 
connection  with,  the  discovery,  develop¬ 
ment,  production,  refining,  manufacture, 
processing,  storage,  transmission  and 
distribution  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum 
and  their  products  and  by-products,  and 
machinery,  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  or  in  connection  with  the 
construction,  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance,  and  dismantling  of  pipe¬ 
lines,  including  the  stringing  and  pick¬ 
ing  up  thereof,  and  (3)  which  are  earth 
drilling  machinery  .and  equipment,  and 
machinery,  equipment,  materials,  sup¬ 
plies  and  pipe  incidental  to,  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with  (a)  the  transportation, 
installation,  removal,  operation,  repair, 
servicing,  maintenance  and  dismantling 
of  drilling  machinery  and  equipment,  (b) 
the  completion  of  holes  or  wells  drUed, 
(c)  the  production,  storage,  and  trans¬ 
mission  of  commodities  resulting  from 
drilling  operations  at  weU  or  hole  sites 
and  (d)  the  Injection  or  removal  of  com¬ 
modities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells,  and 
(4)  which  are  heavy  machinery  and 
other  commodities  requiring  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  and  (5)  which  are 
used  in  or  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance,  and  dismantling  of  pipe¬ 
lines,  other  than  pipelines  used  for  the 
transmission  of  natural  gas,  petroleum, 
their  products  and  by-products,  water, 
or  sewerage,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  moving  to  or  from 
pipeline  rights  of  way,  between  points  In 
Ohio  and  Pennsylvania,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado  and  Nebraska.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Illinois. 

No.  MC  88368  (Sub-No.  E49),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  CART¬ 

WRIGHT  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  1109  Cart¬ 
wright  Ave.,  Grandview,  Mo.  64030.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Theodore  Poly- 
doroff,  1250  Connecticut  Ave.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Oonunlssion;  (1)  from  points 
In  Connecticut  to  points  In  Alabama 
(Philadelphia,  Pa.,  points  in  Jefferson 
County,  Ohio  and  points  in  Harlan  Coim- 
ty,  Ky.)  • ;  (2)  from  points  in  Cminectl- 
cut  to  points  In  Arkansas  (Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  points  In  Jefferson  County,  Ohio, 
points  in  Harland  Coimty,  Ky.,  and  Flor¬ 
ence,  Tuscambla,  or  Sheffield,  Ala.)  • ;  (3) 
from  points  In  Cimnecticut  to  points  In 
Montana  on  and  west  of  a  line  from  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line  along  Interstate  Hl^way 
15  to  Great  Falls,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  87  to  Billings,  thence  along  UB. 


Highway  212  to  the  Montana-Wyoming 
State  Une  (Philadelphia,  Pa.,  points  In 
Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  Bloomington,  HL, 
and  points  within  25  miles  thereof,  New¬ 
ton,  Kans.,  and  points  within  13  miles 
thereof,  and  points  In  Klmbell,  Banner, 
or  Cheyenne  Counties,  Nebr.)  * ;  (4)  from 
points  in  Connecticut,  to  points  In  Ne¬ 
braska  on  and  west  of  a  line  from  the 
South  Dakota-Nebraska  State  line  along 
UB.  Highway  20  to  the  junction  of  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  14.  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  14  to  the  junction  of  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  39,  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  39  to  Columbus,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  the  junction  of 
Nebraska  Highway  92.  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  92  to  the  jimctlon  of  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  79  thence  akmg  Nebras¬ 
ka  Highway  79  to  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  thence 
along  U.S,  Highway  77  to  Nebraska- 
Missouri  State  line  (Philadelphia,  Pa., 
points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  Bloom¬ 
ington,  Bl.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof  and  Newton,  ELans.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof)  *.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  sdxive.  i 

No.  MC  88368  (Sub-No.  E50).  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  CART¬ 

WRIGHT  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  1109  Cart¬ 
wright  Ave.,  Grand  View,  Missouri  64030. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Tbeodme 
Po^doroff,  1250  Connecticut  Ave.  NW« 
Washington.  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission.  (1)  from  points 
in  Delaware  to  points  in  Louisiana  west 
of  a  line  from  the  Arkansas-Louisiana 
State  line  along  U.S.  Hifdiway  167  to 
Alexandria,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  1  to  Lettsworth,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  15  to  Torras,  (Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  points  In  Jefferson  County, ' 
C^o,  points  in  Harlan  County,  Ky.,  and 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  points  within  100 
miles  thereof)  *,  (2)  from  points  In 
Delaware  to  points  in  Mendocino,  Glenn, 
Butte,  Tehama,  Trinity,  Humboldt,  Shas¬ 
ta,  Modoc,  Del  Norte  and  Siskiyou  Coun¬ 
ties.  California.  (Philadelphia,  Pa.,  points 
in  Jeffersem  County,  C^o,  Bloomington, 
Bl..  and  points  within  25  miles  thereof, 
Newton,  Kans.,  and  points  within  15 
miles  thereof,  points  In  Colorado  and 
points  in  Washington  east  of  the  Cascade 
Mountains)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  marked  with 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  88368  (Sub-No.  E59) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  22, 1974.  Applicant:  CARTWRIGHT 
VAN  LINES.  INC.,  1109  Cartwright  Ave., 
Grandview,  Missouri  64030.  Applicant’s  ^ 
representative:  Theodore  Polydoroff, ' 
Suite  600,  1250  Connecticut  Ave.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vdilcle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  (1)  from  points 
in  Illinois  to  points  in  Cherokee  County, 
Tex.,  and  points  In  and  west  of  Wichita, 
Archer.  Throckmorton,  Jones,  Taylor, 
Runnels,  Concoh,  IflcCulkMh,  Menard^ 
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Kimble,  Edwards,  Kinney  and  Maverick 
CounUee,  Tex.  (Danville,  SL.  and  polnte 
wttldn  100  miles  thereof,  points  In  lifis- 
sourl,  points  In  Mlssledpi;^  points  In 
Cowley  County,  Kane.,  and  Selling, 
Okla.)  *,  (2)  from  points  In  and  north  of 
Pike,  Slott,  Morgan,  Sangamon,  Macon. 
Pratt,  Campaign  and  Vermillion  Coun¬ 
ties,  m.,  to  points  In  Texas  (points  in 
Missouri,  Mississippi,  potato  in  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  podnto  in  Cowley  County, 
Kans.)  *,  (3)  from  Bloomington,  Ill.,  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof  to  points 
In  Cecil,  Harford,  Baltimore,  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Howard,  Anne  Arundel,  Dorchester, 
Talbot.  CTaroUne,  Queen  Azmes,  Kent,  St. 
Marys,  Charles  and  Prince  (Georges 
Coimties,  Md.  (points  in  Jefferson 
County,  Ohio  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.)*, 

(4)  from  Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof  to  points  in  New 
York  on  and  east  of  a  line  from  the  New 
York-Pennsylvanla  State  line  along  New 
York  Highway  8  to  the  junction  of  New 
York  Highway  7,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  7  to  the  jimctlon  of  New  York 
Highway  30  to  the  jimctlon  of  New  York 
Highway  67,  thence  along  New  Yoik 
Highway  67  to  the  junction  of  New  York 
Highway  60,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  50  to  the  jimctlon  of  UB.  High¬ 
way  9,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  9  to 
the  United  States-Canadlan  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  (points  in  Jefferson 
County,  Ohio  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.)*, 

(5)  from  Bloomington,  ni.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof  to  points  in  Ver¬ 
mont  on  and  east  of  a  line  from  the  Ver- 
mont-Massachusetts  State  line  along 
Vermont  Highway  5  to  the  junction  of 
n.S.  Highway  89,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  89  to  the  junction  of  Vermont  High¬ 
way  100,  thence  along  Vermont  Highway 
100  to  the  junction  of  Vermont  Highway 
105,  thence  along  Vermont  Highway  105 
to  the  United  States-Canada  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  (points  in  Jeffersmi 
County,  Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  marked  with 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  88368  (Sub-No.  E62) ,  filed  May 
15, 1974.  Applicant:  CARTWRIGHT  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  1109  Cartwright  Ave., 
Grand^ew,  Mo.  64030.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Theodore  Polydoroff,  1250 
Connecticut  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Hotisehold 
poods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission;  (1) 
from  points  in  Indiana  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado  (Newton,  Kans.,  and  points  within 
25  miles  thereof)*;  (2)  from  points  in 
Indiana  in  and  north  of  Vigo,  Parke, 
Montgomery,  Tippecanoe,  Carroll,  Cass, 
Miami,  Grant,  Delaware,  and  Wayne 
Counties  to  points  in  Alttoama  in  and 
south  of  Pickens,  Tuscaloosa,  Jefferson, 
Saint  Clair,  and  Cleburne  Counties 
(points  in  Harlan  Coimty,  Ky.,  points  to 
Missouri,  Florence,  Sh^Beld,  and  Tus- 
eumbla,  Ala.,  and  points  to  Mississippi)  * ; 
(3)  from  points  to  Indiana  to  and  nortti 
of  Vigo,  Clay,  Putnam,  Morgan,  John¬ 
son,  Shelby,  Rush,  Fayette,  and  Wayne 


Dounttesto  potote  to  and  south  of  Choc¬ 
taw,  Marengo,  Dallas,  Montgomery,  Ma¬ 
con,  and  lae  Csfuntles  (pctote  to  Harlan 
Ootmty.  Ky.,  pctoto  to  Missouri.  Missis¬ 
sippi,  and  Florence,  Sheffield,  and  Tus- 
eumMa,  Ala.)  *;  (4)  from  points  to  In¬ 
diana  to  points  to  Florida  (points  to  Mls- 
fiouzi.  points  to  MlssissWl,  Florence, 
Sheffield,  and  Tuscumbla,  Ala.,  points  to 
Harlan  County,  Ky..  and  Was^cross, 
Ga.)*:  (5)  from  points  to  Lake,  Porter, 
La  Porte,  Marshall,  Kosciusko,  Whitley, 
and  Allen  Counties,  Ind.,  to  points  to 
Georgia  (points  to  Harlan  Coimty,  Ky.)  * ; 
(6)  from  points  to  Indiana  to  and  north 
of  Vigo,  Owen,  Monroe,  Brown,  Barthol¬ 
omew,  Jennings  and  Jefferson  Counties 
to  points  to  Georgia  east  and  south  of 
Haralson,  Paulding,  Cobb,  Gwinnett, 
Forsyth,  Lumpkin,  and  Union  Counties 
(points  to  Harlan  (Tounty,  E^y.)*;  (7) 
fimn  points  to  Indiana  to  and  north  of 
Allen,  Whitley.  Kosciusko,  Marshall, 
Starke,  Porter,  and  Lake  Counties  to 
points  to  Louisiana  (points  to  Missouri. 
Mlssissli^l,  and  Florence,  Sheffield,  and 
Tuscumbla,  Ala.)*;  (8)  from  points  to 
Indiana  to  and  north  of  Knox,  Daviess, 
Martin,  Lawrence,  Jackson,  Bartholo¬ 
mew,  Decatur,  Ripley,  and  Dearborn 
Coimties,  to  points  to  Louisiana  in,  south, 
and  east  of  Concord,  Avoyelles.  Evange¬ 
line,  Allen  and  Calcasieu  Parishes  (points 
to  Missouri  and  Mississippi  and  Florence, 
Sheffield,  and  Tuscumbla,  Ala.)*;  (9) 
from  points  to  Indiana  to  points  to  Okla¬ 
homa  to  and  west  of  Bryant,  Johnston, 
Pontotoc,  Seminole,  Lincoln,  Payne, 
Noble,  and  Ray  Counties  (points  to  Cow¬ 
ley  County,  Kans.)*;  and  (10)  from 
points  to  Indiana  to  and  south  of  Foun¬ 
tain.  Montgomery,  Henderson,  and 
Cormtees  within  100  miles  of  Danville, 
m.,  to  points  on,  north,  and  west  of  a 
line  from  the  Wisconsln-minois  State 
line  along  UB.  Highway  14  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Wisconsin  Highway  67,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  67  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Wisconsin  Highway  11,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  11  to  Burling¬ 
ton,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  36 
to  Milwaukee  (Bloomington,  BL,  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof). 

No.  MC  88363  (Sub-No.  E64),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant;  CART¬ 

WRIGHT  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  1109  Cart¬ 
wright  Avenue,  Grandview,  Missouri 
64030.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Theodore  Polydonoff,  1250  Connecticut 
Ave.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (^>erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Cmnmlssion,  (1)  from 
points  to  Pennsylvania  to  points  to 
Aikansas  on  and  south  of  a  line  from 
the  Aikansas-Texas  State  line  along 
U.S.  Highway  70  to  Brinkley,  Ark., 
thmice  along  UB.  Highway  49  to  the 
Arkansas-Missiasippi  State  line  (points 
to  Jefferson  County,  (^o,  points  to 
Harlan  County,  Ky.,  and  Florence, 
Sheffield  or  Tuscumbla,  Ala.)  *  (2)  from 
points  to  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
UB.  Highway  15  to  points  to  Arkansas 
to  and  south  at  Crawford,  Franklin, 
Johnson,  Pope,  Conway,  Faulkoer, 


White.  Woodruff,  Crass  aad  Critteeden 
Counties  (points  to  JeffMoon  County. 
Ohio,  potote  to  Harlan  Oowty.  Ky..  and 
Florence,  Sheffidd  or  Tuscwnhla,  Ala.)  *. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Js  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  indicated  by  asterisks 
above. 

No.  MC  88368  (Sub-No.  E65).  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Aimlleant:  CART¬ 

WRIGHT  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  1109  Cart¬ 
wright  Ave.,  Grandview,  Mo.  64030. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Theodone 
Polydoroff,  1250  Connecticut  Ave.  NW.. 
Washington.  DX).  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  conunoa  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Hous^uM  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission.  (1)  from 
points  to  Minnesota  to  ptdnts  to  Louisi¬ 
ana  south  and  west  of  Vernon,  Rapides, 
Avoyelles.  Potote  Coupee.  East  Batim 
Rouge,  Iberville,  Assumptlcm  and  St. 
Mary  Parishes  (Harlan,  Iowa  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof,  points  to  Cowl^ 
County,  Kans.,  and  Jacksonville.  Tex.)  *: 
(2)  frmn  points  to  Mtonesota  on  and 
north  of  U.8.  Highway  12  to  points  to 
Louisiana  to  and  south  of  Caddo. 
Bossier.  Red  River,  Natchitoches, 
Rapides  and  Avoyelles  Parishes  (Harlan, 
Iowa,  and  points  within  15  miles 
thereof,  points  to  Cowley  County,  Kans., 
and  Jacksonville,  Tex.)*;  and  (3)  from 
points  to  Mtonesota  to  points  to  New 
Mexico  to  and  south  of  McKinley, 
Sandova,  Santa  Fe,  San  Miguel  and 
Quay  Counties  (Harlan,  Iowa,  and 
points  within  15  miles  thereof,  points  to 
Cowley  County,  Kans.,  and  points  to 
Canadian  County,  Okla.)  *.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  88368  (Sub-No.  E66).  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Api^Ucant;  CART¬ 

WRIGHT  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  1109  Cart¬ 
wright  Ave.,  Grandview,  Mo.  64030. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Theodore 
Polydoroff,  Suite  600  1250  Connecticut 
Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Au- 
tlmrlty  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  (1)  from 
points  to  Massachusetts  to  points  to 
Montana  to  and  west  of  Toole,  Chouteau 
Fergus,  (jkdden  Valley,  Yellowshme,  and 
Big  Horn  Counties  (Philadelphia,  Pa., 
points  to  Jefferson  County,  Ohio, 
Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  Newton,  Kans.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof  and  points  to 
(Colorado)*;  (2)  from  points  to  Massa¬ 
chusetts  on  and  east  of  a  line  from  the 
Massachusetts-Connecticut  State  line 
along  U.S.  Highway  202  to  the  junction 
of  Massachusetts  Highway  10,  thence 
along  Massachusetts  Highway  10  to 
North  Hampton,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  91  to  the  Massachusetts-Ver- 
mont  State  line  to  points  to  Nebraska  to 
and  south  and  west  of  Washington. 
Dodge,  Colfax,  Platte,  Boime,  Gte^ey, 
Valley,  Loup.  Blatoe,  Thomas,  Hookmr, 
Grant,  Box,  Buttle,  and  Downes  Counties 
(Phllad^hla,  Pa.,  points  to  Jefferson 
County,  CMbio,  Bloomington,  HI.,  and 
points  wlthto  25  miles  thereof,  and 
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Newton,  Kans.,  and  points  within  15 
miles  thereof)  *.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indi¬ 
cated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  88368  (Sub-No.  E67).  filed 
May  31. 1974.  AppUcant  :  CARTWRIGHT 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  1109  Cartwright  Ave., 
Grandview,  Mo.  64030.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Theodore  Polydoroff,  1250 
Connecticut  Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
IrregxUar  routes,  transporting:  House¬ 
hold  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  from  points  in  Arizona  within  25 
miles  of  Parker,  Ariz.,  including  Parker 
to  points  in  Idaho  in  and  north  of  Idaho 
County  (points  in  San  Bernardino  Coun¬ 
ty,  Calif.,  within  50  miles  of  Earp)*, 
points  in  Oregon  in  and  north  of  Lincoln, 
Benton,  Tinn,  Jefferson,  Wheeler,  Mor¬ 
row,  Umatilla,  Union,  and  Wallowa 
Counties,  (points  in  San  Bernardino 
County,  Calif.,  within  50  miles  of  Earp, 
and  points  In  Washington  west  of  the 
Cascade  Mountains)*,  and  points  In 
Washington  (points  in  San  Bernardino 
County,  Calif.,  within  50  miles  of 
Earp)  * ;  (2)  from  points  in  Arkansas  to 
points  in  Connecticut  (Florence,  Shef¬ 
field,  or  Tusc\imbla,  Ala.,  points  in  Har¬ 
lan  County,  Ky.,  points  in  Jefferson 
County,  Ohio,  and  Philedelphia,  Pa.)*. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  indicated  by  asterisks 
above. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E383),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Bruce  E.  Mitchell,  Suite 
375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Unfrozen  fresh  and  cured  meats,  from 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  to  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Maine, 
Delaware,  that  part  of  Virginia  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  95,  that  part 
of  Maryland  on  and  east  of  Interstate 
Highway  81  and  that  part  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  15. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Gatesville,  N.C. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E384),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Bruce  E.  Mitchell,  Suite 
375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregiilar  routes,  transporting: 
Fresh  and  cured  meats,  from  Albany, 
Ga.,  to  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  to 
points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Maine,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Pennsylvania  and  that  part  of  Vir¬ 
ginia  on  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway 
95.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Gatesville,  N.C. 


No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E385).  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  'TRANSPORT  <X).,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX 
308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  AppUcant’* 
representative:  Bruce  E.  MltcheU,  Suite 
375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting  5 
Fresh  and  cured  meats,  from  Macon  and 
Griffin,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Missouri, 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  BUnois, 
Indiana,  and  Michigan.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  ^iminate  the  gateway  of 
the  plant  site  of  Odom’s  Sausage  Co.,  at 
Madison,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E386),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGER- 
A’TED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  R.  M.  Tettlebaum, 
Suite  308,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fresh  and  cured  meats,  from  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Missouri,  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  BUnois,  Indiana 
and  Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
site  of  Odom’s  Sausage  Co.,  at  Madison, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E387),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  AppU¬ 
cant ’s  representative:  Bruce  E.  MltcheU, 
Suite  375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fresh  and  cured  meats,  from  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  to  points  in  Missouri,  Iowa,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Wisconsin,  BUnois,  Indiana  and 
Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plsmt  site 
of  Odom’s  Sausage  Co.,  at  Madison, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E391),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park,  G«.  33050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Bruce  E.  Mitchell, 
Suite  375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  G^rgia  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  and 
New  York  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
15.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 

No.-MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E392),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Bruce  E.  MitcheU, 
Suite  375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  39326.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Georgia  on  and  south  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  85  to  points  in  Kentucky. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  GainesviUe,  Ga. 


No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E393),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  <X).,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Bruce  E.  MitcheU,  Suite 
375, 3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30326.  Authority  souedit  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  frenn  points  in  that  part  ot  Geor¬ 
gia  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Alabama-Oeorgia  State  line,  thence 
along  Georgia  Highway  20  to  junction 
U.S.  ^ghway  411,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  411  to  the  Georgla-Tennessee 
State  line,  thence  along  the  Georgia- 
Tennessee  State  line  to  the  Georgia- 
North  Carolina  State  line,  thence  along 
the  Georgia-North  Carolina  State  line  to 
the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line. 
The  piupose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  GainesviUe,  Ga. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E394),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Bruce  E.  MltcheU,  Suite 
375, 3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  points  in  Georgia  to  points 
in  Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Florence, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E451),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  Ai^Ucant’s 
representative:  R.  M.  Tettlebaum,  Suite 
375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregiilar  routes,  transporting: 
Candy,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration  dining  the  season 
April  15,  to  September  15,  both  Inclusive 
of  each  year,  from  Kansas  CU^,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Alabama  on  and 
east  of  a  line  banning  at  the  Alabama- 
Oeorgia  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  278  to  jimction  Alabama  High¬ 
way  21,  thence  along  Alabama  Highway 
21  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  65, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  65  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  Alabama 
Highway  55,  thence  along  Alabama 
Highway  55  to  the  Alabama-Florida 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E37),  filed 
May  31, 1974.  AppUcant:  FROZEN  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above).  Auihority 
'  sought  to  operate  as  a  ccunmon  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  rout^, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Hum¬ 
boldt,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  BUnois  and 
Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  1* 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  In 
BUnois. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E38).  filed 
May  31, 1974.  Ai^Ucant:  FROZEN  FOOD 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas, 
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Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  (^rate  as  a  cmnmon  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  from  New  Mexico. 
California,  Arizona,  and  Texas  to  Colmn- 
bia,  Tenn.,  and  Henderson.  Ky.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Palestine,  Tex. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E39).  filed 
May  31, 1974.  AppUcant:  FROZEN  POOD 
EXPRESS.  INC..  P.O.  Box  5888.  Dallas. 
Tex.  7522^  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  m0t(»  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  and  dairy  products  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  frozen  foods, 
satad  dressmg,  uncooked  bakery  goods, 
table  sauces,  and  prepared  salads,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Minneapolis  and  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  to  point  in  Mississippi  and 
(2)  Foodstuffs  (except  those  described  in 
(1)  when  moving  in  mixed  loads  with  one 
or  more  of  the  commodities  described  in 
(1).  in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechani¬ 
cal  refrigeration,  from  Minneapolis  and 
St  Paul,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Mississlpi^ 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E40),  filed 
May  31, 1974.  Applicant:  FROZEN  POOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  r^resentative: 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authmlty 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fresh  meats,  from  points 
in  c:allfomla.  New  Mexico,  Texas,  and 
Arizona  to  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Pltts- 
biurgh.  Pa.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mt.  Vernon, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E50),  filed 
May  31, 1974.  AM>Ucant:  FROZEN  POOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transix>rtlng:  Salads,  frcnn  Sterling,  BL, 
to  points  in  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  and 
California.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E51),  filed 
May  31, 1974.  Applicant:  FROZEN  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  and  dairy  products, 
from  Columbus  Junction,  Iowa,  to  points 
in  New  Mexico,  Arizona,  California, 
Texas.  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  and  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
Texas. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E52).  filed 
May  31. 1974.  AppUcant:  FROZiar  FOOD 
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EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  DaUas, 
Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  conunon  carrier, 
by  motor  v^cle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Candy,  confectUmery 

products,  and  snack  foods  when  moving 
in  mixed  loads  with  candy  and  or  con¬ 
fectionery  products  fr<nn  New  Orleans 
and  Pcmchatoula,  Louisiana,  to  points  in 
Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  is  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  ifi 
Texas. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E53),  filed 
Maj  31. 1974.  AppUcant:  FROZEN  POOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas. 
Tex.  75222.  AppUcaat’s  representative! 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Salads,  from  points  in  New 
Ilexlco,  Arizona,  and  California  to  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.,  and  points  in  Kentucky.  The 
purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Dallas,  Texas. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E54).  filed 
May  31, 1974.  AppUcant:  FROZEN  FOOD 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  DaUas, 
Tex.  75222.  AwUcant’s  representative: 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  <^rate  as  a  comnum  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Nobles- 
vlUe,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Texas,  New 
Mexico,  Arizona,  and  California.  Ihe 
purpose  of  this  ^ng  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  Oklahoma  and 
Texas. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E55).  filed 
May  31,  1974.  AppUcant:  FROZEN 
FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Mike  &nlth  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  mot(»:  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foods,  from  Brook¬ 
field  and  Ft  Atkinson,  Wls.,  to  points  in 
New  Mexico,  Arizona,  and  California.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E64),  filed 
May  31.  1974.  AppUcant:  FROZEN 
FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Mike  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods  and 
meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
(except  canned  or  packaged  meats  and 
canned  mr  packaged  meat  products,  other 
than  canned  hams,  packaged  hams,  and 
packaged  bacon) ,  daipf  products  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Cmnmlssion,  salad  dressing, 
yeast,  and  uncooked  bakery  goods,  to 
those  points  in  Louisiana  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas- 
Loulslana  State  line  and  extending  akmg 
n.S.  Highway  167  to  AbbevlUe,  thence 
along  the  VermiOUon  River  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  to  points  in  CMilo.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  tilmlnate  the  gateways 
of  points  In  Texas. 
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No.  MC  108207  (Sub-Nb.  E56).  filed 
May  31,  1974.  AppUcant:  PTtOZEN 
FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Mike  Smith  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tr^msportlng:  Cheese  and  frozen 
foods,  from  NashvlUe,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
Texas,  New  Mmdco,  Arizona,  and  CaU- 
fomla.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in  Texas 
and  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E62).  filed 
May  31.  1974.  AppUcant:  FROZEST 
FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  5888, 
Dallas.  Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Mike  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fresh  coconuts  and 
fresh  ptneai^les,  from  New  Orleans,  La., 
fresh  pineapples,  from  New  Orleans,  La., 
to  points  in  New  Mexico,  and  Arizona. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E66),  filed 
May  31, 1974.  Applicant:  FROZEN  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  DaUas, 
Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Shortening,  from  Mem- 
pMs,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico, 
Arizona,  and  Califomla.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eUmlnate  the  gateways  of 
points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E67) ,  May  31, 
1974.  Applicant:  FROZEN  PC!>OD  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  DaUas,  Tex. 
75222.  AppUcant’s  representative:  M^ 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sou^xt 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  tramport- 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Darien,  Wls.,  to 
points  in  New  Mexico,  Arizona,  and  CaU- 
fomia.  The  purpose  of  this  ffling  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E68).  filed 
May  31.  1974.  AppUcant:  FROZEN 
FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888, 
DaUas,  Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Mike  Smith  (Same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  from 
MUwaxikee,  and  (Tudahy,  Wls..  to  points 
in  New  Mexico,  Arizona,  and  California. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E70).  filed 
May  31, 1974.  AppUcant:  FROZEN  F(X>D 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  DaUas,. 
Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Mike  Smith  (Same  as  above) .  Authority 
■ou^t  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  and  artUdes  distrfb- 
vted  by  meat  packinghouset,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  and  prepazed  foods. 
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from  Davenport,  Iowa,  to  points  In  1^- 
sisslppi.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  110683  (Sub'No.  E6),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  SMITH’S 

TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  1000, 
Stanford,  Virginia  24401.  Aig>licant’s 
representative:  Harry  J.  Jordon,  1000 
16th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  l^ose  of  unusuid 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  live¬ 
stock,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
points  in  North  Carolina  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  301,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Ohio,  points  in  West 
Virginia  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
220,  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Ten- 
nessee  State  Une  along  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  15  to  Jackson,  thence  along  a  line 
extending  from  Jackson  through  OUve 
Hill  to  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  points  in  Indi¬ 
ana  on,  south  of  n.S.  Highway  40  and 
on,  east  of  U.S.  Highway  31,  and  points 
in  Virginia  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
from  the  North  Carolina-Virglnia  State 
line  along  U.S.  Highway  501  to  Lsmch- 
burg,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  29  to 
the  juTiction  of  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence 
along  U.8.  Highway  60  to  the  West 
Virglnla-Vh'ginia  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  tiihi  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Rockbridge  County, 
Va. 

No.  MC  113388  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  LESTER  C. 
NEWTON  TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box 
618,  Seaford,  Delaware  19973.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Charles  Ephrain, 
1250  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Suite  600, 
Washington.  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods  (except 
meats),  (1)  from  Wilmin^n,  Delaware, 
to  points  in  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Georgia,  Florida,  points  in  Virginia 
South  of  Rockingham,  Page,  Madison, 
Orange,  Spotsylvania,  and  Stafford 
Counties,  points  in  Kent  and  Sussex 
Counties,  Delaware,  and  points  in  Caro¬ 
line,  Dorchester,  Queen  Annes,  Somerset, 
’Talbot,  Wicomico,  and  Worcester  Coimt- 
ties,  Maryland  (*Robblnsville,  New 
Jersey,  and  Deepwater,  New  Jersey) ;  (2) 
from  Brldgeville,  Delaware,  to  points  in 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  (except  Cambridge  and  Bos¬ 
ton),  and  Rhode  Island,  (•Wilmington, 
Delaware);  (3)  from  Exmore,  Virginia, 
to  points  in  Main,e,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  Massachusetts  (except  Cam¬ 
bridge  and  Boston)  (•Wilmington  and 
Dover,  Delaware);  and  (4)  from 
Princess  Anne.  Maryland,  and  15  miles 
thereof,  not  including  Salisbury,  Md.,  to 
points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut,  New  York,  and  New 
Jersey,  (•Wilmington,  Delaware).  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 


No.  MC  113388  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  LESTER  C. 
NEWTON  TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box 
618,  Seaford,  Delaware  19973.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Charles  Ephrain,  1250 
Connecticut  Ave.  NW.,  Suite  600,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  soiight  to 
operate  as  a  common  carri^,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Processed  foods  (except  in  bulk). 

(1)  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania  (except  Philadelphia  and 
Norristown,  Pennsylvania) ,  Delaware, 
Maryland  (except  Aberdeen  and  Balti¬ 
more),  and  points  in  New  York  in  and 
west  of  Chemung,  Seneca,  Schuyler.  Ca¬ 
yuga,  and  Oswego  Counties,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  (Columbia  (points  on  or  south  of 
New  Jersey  Highway  27)  *,  (2)  from  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Berk¬ 
shire  County,  Massachusetts  (New  York, 
New  York,  and  points  on  or  south  of  New 
Jersey  Highway  27)  •,  and  (3)  from  Prin¬ 
cess  Anne,  Maryland,  and  points  within 
15  miles  thereof  (except  Salisbury,  Md., 
to  points  in  Massachusetts.  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Connecticut,  New  York,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Pennsylvania,  and  New  Castle  Coim- 
ty,  Delaware  (except  Wilmington,  Dela¬ 
ware),  (Deepwater,  New  Jersey)  •.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  113388  (Sub-No.  E4).  filed 
Jvine  4,  1974.  Applicant:  LES’TER  C. 
NEW’TON  ’TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box 
618,  Seaford,  Delaware  19973.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Charles  Ephrain.  1250 
Connecticut  Ave.  NW.,  Suite  600,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries,  frozen 
vegetables,  (1)  from  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  and  New  Jersey 
(Dover,  Delaware,  and  Wilmington,  Del¬ 
aware)  • ;  (2)  from  points  in  Virginia 
on  the  Del-Mar-Va  Peninsula,  to  points 
in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Massachusetts.  Rhode  Island,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  and  New  Jersey  (Dover,  Delaware  •) ; 
(3)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  to  points 
in  Accomack,  Northampton,  York,  Surry, 
Sussex,  South  Hampton,  Isle  of  Wight, 
Nansemond,  Norfolk,  Princess  Anne,  and 
James  City  Counties,  Virginia  (Exmore, 
Virginia^);  (4)  from  points  in  Delaware, 
to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire.  Ver¬ 
mont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Con¬ 
necticut,  New  Jersey,  North  Carolina,  and 
Virginia,  (4a)  from  points  in  Kent  and 
Sussex  Counties,  Delaware,  to  points  in 
Escambia,  Santa  Rosa,  Okaloosa,  Lee, 
Hendry,  Palm  Beach,  Broward,  Dade, 
Monroe,  and  Collier  Counties,  Florida, 
and,  (4b)  from  points  in  New  Castle 
County.  Delaware,  to  points  in  Georgia 
and  Florida  (Dover,  Brldgeville,  and 
Wilmington,  Delaware;  Robinsville,  New 
Jersey^);  (5)  from  Caribou,  Maine,  to 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Geoi^a,  Florida,  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  points  In  New  Jersey 
on  and  south  of  New  Jersey  Highway  27 


(New  York,  New  Yoik,  Southern  New 
Jersey  points,  including  Hightstown  and 
Deepwater)  • ;  (6)  from  points  in  Mary¬ 
land,  to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  and  New  Jersey 
(Dover,  Delaware,  and  Wilmington,  Del- 
aware^);  and,  (6a)  from  points  in 
Maryland  (except  those  in  Allegany, 
Garrett,  Prince  Georges,  CSiarles,  Calvert, 
and  St.  Mary’s  Counties),  to  points  in 
Southampton,  Isle  of  Wight,  Nansemond, 
Norfolk,  and  Princess  Aime  Counties, 
Virginia,  and  points  in  Hertford,  Gates, 
Chowan,  Perquimans,  Pasquotank,  Cam¬ 
den.  Currituck  Counties,  North  Carolina 
(Exmore,  Virginia,  and  Brldgeville,  Del- 
aware^) ;  and, 

(7)  Prom  points  in  New  York  (except 
those  in  and  west  of  Monroe,  Ontario, 
Yates,  and  Steuben  Counties) ,  to  points 
in  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Georgia  and  Florida  (Dover  and 
Wilmington,  Delaware,  RobbinsviUe,  New 
Jersey^);  (7a)  from  points  in  Orleans, 
Monroe,  Genesee,  Wyoming,  Allegany, 
Livingston,  Steuben,  Yates,  and  Ontario 
Coimties,  New  York,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina,  Florida,  points  in  Georgia,  in 
and  south  of  Haralson,  Paulding,  Cobb, 
De  Kalb,  Walton.  Oconee,  Clarke,  Ogle¬ 
thorpe  Wilkes,  and  Lincoln  Coimties, 
Georgia,  and  those  points  in  Virginia,  in 
and  south  of  Highland,  Augusta,  Alber- 
marle,  Louisa,  Hanover,  Caroline.  King 
George,  and  Accomack  Counties,  Virginia 
(Dover  and  Wilmington,  Delaware*); 
(7b)  from  points  in  Niagara,  Erie,  and 
Cattaraugus  Coimties,  in  New  York,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina.  Florida,  points 
in  Limenburg,  Mecklenburg.  Brunswick, 
Greensville,  Sussex,  Southhampton,  Isle 
of  Wight,  Nansemond  Counties,  and  Nor¬ 
folk,  Virginia,  and  points  in  New  Jersey 
in  and  south  of  Hunterdon,  Somerset. 
Middlesex,  and  Monmouth  Counties,  New 
Jersey  (Dover  and  Wilmington,  Dela¬ 
ware,  and  RobbinsviUe,  New  Jersey^); 
(7c)  from  points  in  C^hautauqua  Coimty 
New  York,  to  points  in  Lunenbmg,  Meck¬ 
lenburg,  Bnmswlck,  Greensville,  Sussex, 
Southhampton,  Isle  of  Wight  Nanse¬ 
mond  Counties,  Virginia,  and  Norfolk. 
Virginia,  points  in  and  south  of  Levy, 
Marion.  Lake,  and  Volusia  Counties, 
Florida,  and  points  in  New  Jersey  (Dover 
and  Wilmln^n,  Delaware,  RobbinsviUe, 
New  Jersey •) ;  and,  (7d)  from  points  in 
New  York  (except  those  ix>lnts  in  and 
south  of  SulUvan,  Ulster,  and  Dutchess 
Coimties),  to  points  in  Salem,  Cumber¬ 
land,  and  Cape  May  Counties,  New  Jer¬ 
sey  (Wilmington,  Delaware^).  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  116544  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  WILSON 
BRO’THERS  ’TRUCK  UNE,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  636,  Carthage,  Mo.  64836.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Sheldon  Silverman 

(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(A)  Dairy  products,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tion  B  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
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61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  (1)  from  points  in  Kay  Counties  (Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  Johnson  City,  Tenn.,  and  Asheville, 
that  part  of  Arkansas  in,  south,  and  west  or  Carthage,  Mo.)*,  (14)  between  Charlotte,  Fayetteville,  Greensboro,  Ra- 

of  Benton,  Carroll,  Boone,  Marlon,  Bax-  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas  in  and  lelgh,  and  Winston-Salem,  N.C.  (Inde- 
ter,  Izard,  Independence,  White,  Wood-  north  of  Scott,  Yell,  Prairie,  Saline,  pendence,  Kans.)  *,  (2)  from  Oklahoma 
ruff,  Monroe,  Arkansas,  Desha,  and  CJhi-  Pulaski,  Lonoke,  Prairie,  Monroe,  and  City,  Okla.,  to  Chattanooga,  J(^son 
cot  Counties,  to  points  in  Iowa,  (2)  from  Lee  Coimties,  Ark.  on  the  one  hand,  and.  City,  Knoxville,  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas  in  and  on  the  other,  points  in  Garvin,  McClain,  Asheville,  Charlotte,  Greensboro,  Pay- 
east  of  Fulton,  Sharp,  Lawrence,  Jackson,  Cleveland,  and  Stephens  Coimties,  Okla.  etteville,  Raleigh,  and  Winston-Salem, 
Cross,  St.  Francis,  Lee,  and  Phillips  (Oklahoma  City,  Okla.)  *,  (15)  between  N.C.  (Independence,  Kans.)  *,  and  (3) 
Counties,  to  points  in  that  i>art  of  Iowa  points  in  that  part  of  Missouri  in  and  from  Clinton,  Mo.,  to  Charlotte,  Fayette- 
north  and  west  of  lYemont,  Page,  Mont-  south  of  Jasper,  Lawrence,  Greene,  ville,  Greensboro,  Raleigh,  and  Wins- 
gomery,  Cass,  Adair,  Dallas,  Polk,  Jasper,  Webster,  Wright,  Texas,  Shannon,  Rey-  ton-Salem,  N.C.  (Garnett,  Kans.)  * ;  (C) 
Marshall,  Gnmdy,  Butler,  Floyd  and  nolds,  Wayne,  Stoddard,  and  Scott  Dairy  prodiicts  as  described  in  section  B 
Mitchell  Counties  (3)  from  points  in  Ar-  Counties  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip- 
kansas  to  points  in  Nebraska,  (4)  from  other,  points  in  Kansas  (except  points  tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
points  in  Jasper,  Lawrence,  Newton,  Me-  in  Allen,  Bourbon,  Neosho,  Crawford,  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  (1)  from  points  in 
Donald,  and  Barry  Counties,  Mo.,  to  Labette,  and  Cherokee  Counties)  (Car-  Arkansas  to  points  in  Minnesota,  (2) 
points  in  Iowa,  (5)  from  points  in  thage  or  Springfield,  Mo.)  *,  (16)  be-  from  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas 
Greene,  Webster,  Christian,  Stone,  and  tween  p>olnts  in  that  part  of  Missouri  in  west  of  Fulton,  Sharp,  Lawrence,  Jack- 
Taney  Counties,  Mo.,  to  points  in  that  and  south  of  Saint  Charles,  Franklin,  son,  CTross,  St.  Francis,  Lee,  and  Phillips 
part  of  Iowa  north  and  west  of  Fremont,  Crawford,  Phelphs,  Pulaski,  Laclede,  Counties  to  points  in  Wisconsin,  (3) 
Pa«e,  Taylor,  Ringgold,  Decatur,  Clarke,  Dallas,  Polk,  Dade,  and  Jasper  Coun-  from  points  in  Jasper,  Newton,  Mc- 
Warren,  Marlon.  Jasper,  Tama,  Ben-  ties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Donald,  Lawrence,  Greene,  Barry,  Stone, 
ton,  Linn,  Jones,  and  Jackson  Co\m-  points  in  that  part  Kansas  in,  south,  Christian,  and  Taney  Counties,  Mo.,  to 
ties,  (6)  from  points  in  that  part  and  west  of  Montgomery,  Wilson,  points  In  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin,  (4) 
of  Missouri  in,  east,  and  south  of  Greenwood,  Butler,  Harvey,  Reno,  Rice,  from  points  in  that  part  of  Missouri  In, 
Wright,  Douglas,  Ozark,  Texas,  Han-  Barton,  Rush,  Trego,  Gove,  Thomas,  and  east,  and  south  of  Ozark,  Douglas, 
non,  Re3molds,  Wayne,  Stoddard,  and  Cheyenne  Counties  (Springfield,  Mo.)  *,  Webster,  Wright,  Texas,  Shannon,  Reyn- 
New  Madrid  Coimties,  to  points  in  that  (17)  between  points  in  that  part  of  Mis-  olds,  Wayne,  Stoddard,  and  Scott  Coun¬ 
part  of  Iowa  in  and  west  of  Ringgold,  souri  in  and  south  of  Buchanan,  De-  ties,  to  points  in  Douglas  and  Basrfield, 
Union,  Madison,  Polk,  Stoqj,  Hardin,  Kalb,  Daviess,  Mercer,  Putnam,  Schuy-  Wis.,  and  that  part  of  Minnesota  In  and 
Franklin,  Cerro  Gordo,  and  Worth  Coun-  ler,  Scotland,  and  Cfiark  Counties,  on  north  of  Wilkin,  Otter  Tail,  Wadena, 
ties,  (7)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Mis-  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  Cass,  Crow  Wing,  Aitkin,  and  Carlton 
souri  in  and  south  of  Jasper,  Lawrence,  in  Comanche,  Clark,  Meade,  Seward,  Counties. 

Greene,  Webster,  Wright,  Texas,  Shan-  Stevens,  and  Morton  CJounties,  Kans.  (5)  From  points  in  Webster,  Wright, 
non,  Reynolds,  Wayne,  Stoddard,  Scott,  (Carthage,  Mo.)  *.  Texas,Douglas,Ozark,andHowellCoun- 

and  Mississippi  Coimties,  to  points  in  Ne-  (18)  Between  points  in  that  part  of  ties,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Minnesota  and  that 
braska,  (8)  from  points  in  Montgomery,  Missouri  on  and  north  of  Cass,  Henry,  part  of  Wisconsin  in  and  north  of  Pepin, 
Labette,  and  Cherokee  Counties,  Kans.,  Benton,  Hickory,  Polk,  Greene,  Web-  Eau  Claire,  Chippewa,  Taylor,  Price,  and 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  in  and  east  ster,  Wright,  Texas,  Shannon,  Reyn-  iron  Counties,  (6)  from  points  in  and 
of  Taylor,  Adams,  Madison,  Polk,  Story,  olds,  Wayne,  Bollinger,  and  Scott  south  of  Morton,  Stevens,  Seward, 
Hardin,  Franklin,  Cerro  Gordo,  and  Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  Meade,  Clark,  Kiowa,  Pratt,  Reno,  Har- 
Worth  Counties,  and  (9)  from  points  in  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Oklahoma  vey,  Butler,  Greenwood,  Woodson,  Allen, 
Sumner,  Sedgwick,  Butler,  Crowley,  Elk,  in  and  south  of  Beckham,  Washita,  and  Bourbon  Counties,  Kans.,  to  points 
and  Chautauqua  Counties,  Kans.,  to  Caddo,  Canadian,  Logan,  Payne,  Paw-  in  Wisconsin,  (7)  from  points  In  Stafford, 
points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  north  and  nee,  Osage,  Washington,  Nowata,  Craig,  Barton,  Rice,  McPherson,  Marion,  Chase, 
east  of  Scott,  Muscatine,  Johnson,  Iowa,  and  Ottawa  Counties  (Springfield  or  Lyon,  Coffey,  Anderson,  and  T.inn  Coun- 
Poweshlek,  Tama,  Gnmdy,  Hardin.  Carthage  Mo.,  or  Oklahoma  City,  ties,  Kans.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Wis- 
Franklln,  Cerro  Gordo,  and  Worth  Coun-  okla.)*,  (19)  between  points  in  that  consln  in  and  east  of  Walworth,  Jeffer- 
tles  (Carth£ige,  Mo.)  *,  (10)  between  part  of  Missouri  in,  south,  and  east  of  son,  Columbia,  Adams,  Wood,  Marathon, 
points  in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  Clark,  Scotland,  Schuyler,  Putnam,  Sul-  T.inn/^in,  Langlade,  and  Fprest  Counties, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas  (Carthage  livan,  Linn,  Charlton,  Saline,  Johnson,  (g)  from  points  in  Stanton,  Hamilton, 
or  Springfield,  Mo.,  or  Oklahoma  City,  and  Cass  Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  Kearney,  Grant,  Haskell,  Finney,  Gray, 
Okla.)  *;  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Pord,  H<^geman,  Pawnee,  and  Edwards 

(11)  Between  points  In  that  part  of  Oklahoma  in  and  west  of  Kay,  Noble,  Counties,  Kans.,  to  points  in  that  part 
Arkansas  in  and  west  of  Baxter,  Izard,  Garfield,  Kingfisher,  Blaine,  Custer,  of  Wisconsin  in  and  east  of  Grant,  Craw- 
Independence,  White,  Woodruff,  Mon-  and  Roger  Mills  Counties  (Carthage,  ford,  Vernon,  LaCrosse,  Mixiroe,  Wood, 
roe,  Arkansas,  Desha,  and  Chicot  Coun-  Mo.)  *,  (20)  betwe^  points  in  Bour-  Marathon,  Lincoln,  Oneida,  and  Vilas 
ties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  <m  the  other,  bon  and  Crawford  Counties,  Kans.,  on  Counties,  (9)  from  points  in  Montgom- 
points  in  that  part  of  Missouri  in  and  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  ery,  Labette,  and  Chen^ee  Counties, 
north  of  Jasper,  Lawrence,  Greene,  Dal-  in  Oklahoma  (except  points  in  Wash-  Kans.,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  (10)  from 
las,  Laclede,  Pulaski,  Phelps,  Crawford,  Ington,  Nowata.  Rogers,  Mayes,  Craig,  points  in  Chautauqua,  Cowley,  Sumner, 
Franklin,  and  Jefferson  Counties  (Car-  Ottawa,  and  Delaware  Counties)  (Car-  Sedgwick,  Butler,  Greenwood,  Woodson, 
thage  or  Springfield  Mo.)  *,  (12)  be-  thage.  Mo.,  or  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.)  *,  Allen,  Bourbon,  Wilson,  Neosho,  and 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas  and  (21)  between  points  In  that  part  of  Chrawford  Counties.  Kans.,  to  points  in 
In  and  east  of  Fulton,  Sharp,  Lawrence,  Kansas  In  and  north  of  Sherman,  that  part  of  Minnesota  in  and  east  of  St. 
Jackson,  Cross,  Saint  Francis,  Lee,  and  Thomas,  Gove,  Trego,  Ellis,  Russell,  Louis,  Aitkin,  Crow  Wing,  Morrison, 
Phillips  Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  Ellsworth,  Saline,  Dickinson,  Morris,  Benton,  Sherburne,  Wright,  Carver, 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Mis-  Lyon,  Osage,  Franklin,  and  Miami  Coun-  Scott,  Le  Sueur,  Wasec^  Freeborn 
souri  in,  north,  and  west  of  Jasper,  Law-  ties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Counties,  (11)  frwn  points  In  Oklahoma 
rence,  Greene,  Dallas,  Hickory,  Benton,  points  in  that  part  of  Oklahoma  in  and  to  points  in  Wisconsin,  (12)  from  points 
Pettis,  Saline,  Chariton,  Macon.  Adair,  east  of  Love,  Carter,  Murray.  Pontotoc,  in  that  part  of  Oklahoma  In  and  east  of 
and  Schuyler  Counties  (Sprin^eld  or  Seminole,  Okfuskee,  Cre^,  Tulsa.  Grant,  Garfield.  Kingfisher,  vitainA  cus- 
Carthage,  Mo.)  *,  (13)  between  points  Rogers,  and  Craig  Counties  (Carthage,  ter,  Beckham,  anri  Harmon  Counties  to 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  Mo.)  *.  (B)  Butter,  cheese,  eggs  (ex-  points  in  Minnesota,  (13)  from  points  in 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Okla-  cept  frozen  eggs) ,  and  dressed  povltrg  Alfalfa,  Wood.  Harper,  i«niu  Woodward, 
homa  In  and  west  of  Cotton,  Comanche,  (except  frozen  dressed  poultry),  (1)  Major,  Dewey,  and  Roger  Mills  Counties, 
Grady,  C^lahoma,  Logan,  Noble,  and  from  Carthage,  Mo.,  to  Knoxville  and  Okla.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Minnesota 
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In  and  east  of  Kittson,  Marshall,  Polk,  Jenkins,  and  Screven  Counties,  (22) 
Norman,  Clay,  Wilkin,  Otter  Tall,  Wa-  from  points  in  Kansas,  to  points  In  Ala- 
dena,  Cass,  Morriscm,  Bratcm,  Sher-  bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mls- 
bume,  Wright,  Carver,  Scott,  Le  Sueur,  sissii^l,  and  South  Carolina,  (23)  fnnn 
Wasdia,  and  Freeborn  Counties,  (14)  points  in  that  part  of  Missouri  in,  south, 
frcun  points  In  Chmarrcm,  Texas,  and  and  west  of  Bates,  Henry,  St  Clair,  P<dk, 
Beaver  Counties,  Okla.,  to  points  in  that  Greene,  Christian,  and  Taney  Counties 
part  of  Minnesota  in  and  east  of  Koo-  to  all  points  In  Alabama,  Florida,  Oeor- 
chlching,  Morrison,  Itasca,  Aitkin,  Crow  gia,  Louisiana,  and  South  Carc^a,  and 
Wing.  Benton.  Sherburne,  Wright,  Car-  (24)  from  points  in  Bates,  Henry,  St. 
ver,  Scott,  Le  Sueur,  Waseca,  and  Free-  Clair,  Vernon,  Cedar.  Dade.  Barton,  Jas- 
bom  Counties,  (15)  from  points  in  Min-  per,  Lawrence,  Barry,  Jackson,  and  Mc- 
nesota  to  points  in  Florida,  (16)  from  Donald  Counties,  Mo.  to  points  in  Mis- 
points  in  that  part  of  Minnesota  in,  sissippi  (Carthage.  Mo.)  * ;  (D)  Bananas, 
north,  and  west  of  Rock,  Nobles,  Jack-  (1)  from  Mobile.  Ala.,  to  points  in  Kan- 
son,  Martin.  Fairbault,  Freeborn,  Steele,  sas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  North  Dakota, 
Rice,  and  Dakota  Coimties,  to  points  South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin,  and  (2) 
in  Alabama.  from  New  Orleans.  La.,  to  points  in 

(17)  Fnxn  points  in  Mower,  Fillmore,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota.  Missouri,  Ne- 
Houstcm,  Winona,  Olmstead,  Dodge,  brasl^  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and 
Goodhue,  and  Wabasha  Counties,  Minn.,  Wisconsin  (points  in  Hancock,  Harrison, 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Alabama  in  and  or  Jackson  Counties,  Miss.)  *. 
south  of  Pickens,  Tuscaloosa,  Jefferson,  (E)  Bananas,  frmn  Mobile,  Ala.,  and 
Saint  Claire,  Etowah,  and  Cherc^ee  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  points  in  Wyoming 
Counties,  (18)  fnun  points  in  that  part  of  (Gulfport,  Miss.)*;  (F)  Meats,  meai 
Minnesota  in  and  west  of  Freeborn,  producU,  meat  by-products,  and  articlei 
Steele,  Le  Seuer,  Sibley,  McLeod,  Meeker,  districted  by  meat  jxuikinghouses  a: 
Steams,  Todd,  Otter  Tall,  Becker,  Ma-  described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen- 
hnomen,  Polk,  Red  Lake,  Pennington,  dlxItothereportlnDcscripMonsinATo- 
Marshall,  and  Kittson  Counties,  to  points  tor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  20J 
in  Georgia,  (19)  from  points  in  that  part  and  766  (except  hides  and  commodltlei 
of  Minnesota  in  and  west  of  Freeborn,  hi  bulk)  (1)  from  points  in  that  part  ol 
Steele,  Rice,  Dakota,  Washington,  Ano-  Wisconsin  in  and  north  of  Polk,  Barron 
ka,  Isanti,  Kanabec,  Aitkin,  Itasca,  and  Rusk,  Price,  and  Oneida  Counties,  t« 
Koochiching  Counties,  to  points  in  that  points  in  that  part  of  Texas  on  and  wes 
part  of  Georgia  in  and  south  of  Dade,  of  Cooke,  Denton,  Dallas,  Ellis,  Navarre 
Walker.  Gatoosa,  Whitfield,  Murray,  Freestone.  Leon,  Madison,  Walkei 
Pickens,  Dawson,  Forsyth,  Banks,  Jack-  Montgomery,  Harris,  Galveston,  Bra 
son,  Madison,  Oglethorpe,  Wilkes,  and  zoria  Matagordo,  Calhoun,  Refugic 
Columbia  Counties,  (20)  from  points  in  Arkansas,  San  Patricio.  Neuces,  Kleberj 
CThlcago,  Pine,  Carlton,  and  St.  Louis  Kennedy,  Willac,  and  ciameron  Coimtiei 
Counties.  Minn.,  to  points  in  that  part  (2)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Wlscon 
of  Georgia  in  and  south  of  Floyd,  Bar-  ^in  in  and  north  of  Pler^,  Eau  Claln 
ton,  Cherokee,  ^rsythjBanks,  Jack^^  Clark, Wood, Portage, Waupaca, Outage 
Madison,  Oglethorpe,  Wilkes,  and  Col-  mle.  Brown,  and  Kewanee  Counties,  t 
umbla  Counties,  (21)  from  points  in  that  points  in  that  part  of  Texas  in,  west  an 
part  of  Minnesota  in  and  east  of  Mower.  J^pth  of  WlchS,  Archer,  ^ung.  Pal 
Dodge,  and  Goodhue  Counties,  to  points  pinto.  Hood.  Somerville.  B^ue,  McLer 
in  that  part  of  Georgia  in  and  south  of  nan.  Falls,  Robertson,  Brazos,  Washing 
Harris,  Talbot,  Upson,  Crawford,  Bibb,  ton.  Wallef,  Harris,  and  Galvesto 
Twiggs,  Wilkinson,  Johnson,  Emanuel.  Counties,  (3)  from  points  in  that  part  < 
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